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: oo a 
| Tere may be Many differences of opinion on the 
law of evidence, so far as regards admitting the testi- 
# ies to a divorce case; but we would 
" ell our readers’ attention to the case of Codrington v. 
a and Anderson, and to a letter on the subject 
hich 2) in our columns this week, as showing the 
taken by those who desire a change in the law, and 
nature of the inconveniences to which it gives rise. 
Mrs. Watson, a witness in the suit, during the course 
" of her examination, disclosed that she had been the con- 
\ fdante of the respondent, who had confessed to her an 
of adul committed with a person not the co-re- 
dent. is evidence being quite unexpected, the 
1 on both sides were taken by surprise, and the 
mdent had ne evidence prepared in reply to this 
swmatter. It has been suggested that if it had been 
pwable to place in the witness-box the lady said to 
made the confession, the case might have arrived 
termination by means of her evidence, and all 
bs concerned relieved from a three months’ sus- 
which is necessitated by the circumstance that the 
alleged took place at Malta, and a commission to 
ine witnesses must be sent out and returned before 
ion can be finally heard. It requires, however, 
discernment to see the numerous difficulties 
h would attend the admission of such evidence, not 
| the least of which would be, that the refusal of a party 
| to be sworn or to answer would naturally be taken as 
ission of guilt. True it is that the Evidence Act 
Tas proved a great improvement in our law as regards 
» the cases where it now admits the testimony of the par- 
‘fies concerned, but nevertheless we have grave doubts 
: the exception, as regards divorce and breach 
ise cases, is capable of any considerable modifi- 
which will not introduce evils greater than at 


Is rue course or a case which was tried at Guild- 
ford on the 2nd inst., an important point in criminal 
| pro arose. ‘ The prisoner was on his trial for 
L ly and feloniously setting fire to the barn and 
er farm-buildings. In opening the case, the counsel 
t the prosecution proposed to prove some previous 
tending to show a probability that the 
mer was then about to attempt the act. In a case 
ema it was —_s or Maule, that, 
re uestion was, whether the burning was wilful 
gudlentel, evidence was admissible to show that on 
her occasion the prisoner was seen in such a situa- 
as to render it probable that he was then engaged 
commission ofa similar offence against the same 
operty. “ Wills on Circumstantial Evidence,” a work 
hich the above case (The Queen v. Dossett, 2 Car. & 
. 306), with others of the same character, are men- 
‘Moned, was handed up to the judge, Mr. Justice Willes. 
' Alluding to this case the author says,— 
| All such relevant acts of the party as may reasonably be 
‘Gonsidered explanatory of his motives and purposes, even 
Sithough they may severally constitute distinct felonies, are 
‘clearly admissible in evidence. Thus, where, upon the trial of 
‘3 man for setting fire to a stack of straw, it appeared that it 
: set on fire by his having fired a gun very near to it, 
was admitted that the stack had ve set on fire the 
and that the prisoner was very near to it with his 
same time cB. v. Dosseti, 2 Car. & Kir. 306, by 
Maule). So upon a charge of maliciously shoot- 
the question was, whether the act proceeded from 





accident or design, evidence was admitted that the prisoner 
had intentionally shot at the same person about a quarter of 
an hour before. So in Tawell’s case, the present Lord Wens- 
leydale, then Mr. Baron Parke, admitted evidence that the 
deceased had been taken ill several months before, after par- 
taking of porter with the prisoner, and said that, although this 
was no direct proof of an attempt to poison, the evidence was, ~ 
nevertheless, admissible, because anything tending to show 
coneey in the party accused against the deceased was ad- 
Taissibie. 

Mr. Justice Willes, after reading this said that 
“it very well explained the case cited with to 
the facts on which it was decided, and it well explained 
the principles on which such decisions that 
where from the facts proposed to’ be proved the conclu- 
sion may fairly be drawn that there has been a previous . 
similar act or event, that may be shown. It 
that principle held, some years ago, by the 
Crown Cases Reserved, in a case of murder by poison, 

seaman death by poison in the prisoner’s house 
proved, with a view to show that the death 
eceased by poison was not accidental, and he h 
lately himself followed that decision in a similar case— 
Garner’s case on the Midland circuit. The principle was 
not to be doubted, and was most important; viz:—that 
it was open to the prosecution to prove the actual 
pening of several, or some other, similar acts or facts.” 

Many cases would end in the acquittal of the prisoner 
if such evidence as tends to show the intention were 
altogether excluded, but it is important to understand 
that such evidence is not sufficient of itself, but only as 
showing, as it were, a parallel act, indicating circumstan- 
tially the mind of the prisoner. 


Ar THs Coicnester Perry Sessions, a case came on 
last week involving a nice point. A woman named 
Eliza Barley was charged with having deserted her 
illegitimate child, and thereby endangering its life. 
Having Bares the child in a hamper about three feet 
long and sixteen inches deep, and padded it up with soft 
white linen, she delivered the hamper to a cabman, with 
a strict order that it was to be left that night at the 
residence of a Mr. Naylor, whose address was to the 
hamper. Not having any information as the contents of 
the hamper, and having other calls upon his time, the 
cabman left the hamper in the corner of his yard all 
night, and delivered it at eight o'clock next morning. 
The child was found asleep and perfectly comfortable, 
not having suffered from the —— The woman 

leaded in her defence that the child was the child of 

r. Naylor, who had told her to send it to him; and 
medical testimony was brought to show that sending a 
child in a hamper in the manner described would not 
= injurious to the oom, ri room to pore 

eely was given, as in this case. e magistrates di 
mee F the aie being of opinion that it entirely failed’ 
as regarded the charge of desertion ; but it is Boom 
able whether, if the child had died in its little prison, 
the magistrates could have arrived at the same 
though the accompanying facts would have been the 
same, and with the same evidence of intention on the 
part of the woman. At any rate the i was 4 
dangerous one, and bore every probability of its arriving . 
at a very different termination. 


Mr. Epmonps anp Mr. Wns, two near nei 

and intimate friends, the one a cat and 

i tho ‘inion, and, ia © peotehery meek, Saliiee an 
by the window, and, in a 

oleaty. Upon this Mr. Edmonds hangs the cat and 
soon afterwards finds himself the defendant in an acti 
brought by Mr. Ware in the Shoreditch County sus 
for £2, the value of the cat. Mr. King, for the plaintiff, ~ 
urged that the defendant had no right to kill the cat, 
which could only have got into the defendant's house 
through some default of that person. Mr. Nash urged 
that the defendant was quite justified in the cat, 
which had no right to destroy the “a having 
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done which, it was no} a domesticated animal, but | the young lady at all, there can be little doubt as td its 
a beast of prey. a i raled otherwise, and the | effect; and if they did not believe, whence did they 

recovered a verdict for one shilling damages and | derive their evidence of any assault having been ¢om- 


costs. We suspect most of our readers would have de- 
stroyed the cat under similar circumstances, and that 
course would certainly at first sight appear justifiable. 
What is the difference between a cat, whose nature it is 
1 about and destroy birds, and a savage dog, 
which the law would compel the owner to keep chained 
or tuzsied ? If the cat's nature is such that she de- 
pet birds, the — naturally occurs, must not 
her owner keep her chained, or take the consequences, 
ee ee to? We believe 
Mr. s could have brought a cross-action 
the value of his bird, and indeed the judge offered to 
the case to give him the o unity of doing 
he refused, relying on his point of law. It must 
vious that the point of law relied upon was of no 
whatever, but it is not so clear that the plaintiff 
was entitled to recover. The consideration, what was 
the plaintiff's duty in repect of the cat in question, does 
not seem to have been called to his Honour’s attention. 
On tHe 25ru or Jury an Act was passed, the effect of 
which will be to afford ae of mind to many an un- 
happy Londoner, whose ideas have suffered dire confusion 
on various occasions in times past. Mr. Babbage, whose 
name has so often a in connection with the 
ishment of those German bands, which seemed to 
wnt him, will with many more, who have suffered 
equally with himself, be enabled to pursue their studies 
free from interruption by street music. The Actis very 
short; it repeals a section in the Police Act (2 & 3 Vict. 
¢, 47), and enacts that any householder within the metro- 
itan police district, personally, or by his servant, or 
any police constable, may require any street musician 
or street singer to depart from the neighbourhood of the 
house on account of the illness or on account of the in- 
terruption of the ordinary occupations or pursuits ofany 
inmate | such house, or a ve tie 4 le or sufficient 
cause. Any sounding or playing any instrument, 
or singi her hating requested to depart, is to be liable 
toa ty not exceeding forty shillings, or, at the dis- 
cretion of the x ge may be committed for three 
days. A constable may take into custody a person with- 
out a warrant, providing the person making the charge 
accom the officer to the police-station, “and there 
sign Ghinee-chest kept for such purpose.” Further, 
vided that “ whenever any person charged with 
nee under this Act shall be brought toany station- 
house during the time when the police-court shall be 
shut, it be lawful for the constable in charge of the 
station-house to require the person making the charge 
into a izance conditioned as is provided 
Act in the second and third years of 
of her Majesty, c. 47, s. 72, and upon the 
such person to do so, it shall be lawful for 
constable to discharge from custody, the person so 


Acr of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 56, exempts from stamp 
probates and letters of administration where the 
do not exceed £100. We believe this concession 

islature, for the benefit of small estates, will 
nerally considered as an act of justice. 


verpict given by the jury at the Surrey Ses- 
ions on the 29th ult. in the case of Miss Moody, who, 

i remembered, was assaulted in a carriage on 
South-Western Railway, was one which, looking at 

idence given at the trial, we could not have ex- 
The prisoner was found guilty of a common 
assault. The case lay in a com and the 
evidence as to the assault was almost in the following 
:—“T felt his arm round my waist, aid my 
lifted gently in front.” It appears to us that 
either the t took place only in the imagination of 
the young lady herself, or that it was 4 clear case of 
indecent assault. If the jury believed the evidence of 
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mitted ? 


Durine THE LAST WEEK several letters have appeared 
in the Zimes on the subject of the demands now $0 fre. 
aad made by the Commissioners of Inland Revenne 
‘or legacy and succession duty, many over-due, a 
subject which we recently had to refer to,* 
It appears beyond dispute that in one, at least, of the 
cases now referred to, the claim arose in consequence of 
bad book-keeping in the office at Somerset se, for 
when the receipts for the duty claimed were produced to 
the office, it was discovered that the amounts paid had 
never been carried to account. In another case an action 
was instituted for the amount claimed, which the exegy- 
tors decided to defend, but when the case was put down 
for hearing, the officials abandoned it, and at 
demur to paying the costs. There ao to be very 
good ground for strict inquiry here. Ifa sum of 
can be paid into a public office, and the amount 
without being entered on the books for twenty years, as 
stated in the letter of “A Templar,” in the Times of 
Thursday, the idea occurs that a very wide opening for 
the committing of fraud on the revenue exists. More. 
over, we cannot but reprobate so gross an abuse of 
power as is exhibited by persons in authority refusing 
to pay the costs of an action, which by abandoning, they 
allow themselves to be unable to support. 


IN THE CasE or Nicholson v. The Lancashireand York- 
shire Railway Company, tried on Saturday last, at the 
Manchester assizes, damages to the amount of £3,000 
were given against the company. It was remarked at 
the time that the jury gave the plaintiff £1,000 ‘more 
than he asked for, tel tie legality of so doing was 
challenged. On a subsequent day, Mr. T QC., 
moved to amend the declaration, with the view to in- 
crease the damages to the sum awarded. At first sight 
it would appear, no doubt, that such a proposition’ was 
about the most preposterous that could have been made; 


the plaintiff surely should know how much he 
has sustained, and one would su him to 


under-estimate it; apparently, however, Lord 
Justice Cockburn is of a different opinion, as may be 
judged from the following conversation :— 

The Lord Chief Justice.—The statement of the damages in 
the declaration is after all of the most natare; and 
some persons have thought such a statement may just as well 
be omitted altogether. I should be disposed to do ge | 
can to carry out your views and the views of the jury. If! 
can legally amend the declaration by increasing the dama 
to the amount the jury have found for, I shall PF 4 
pared to do so, I doubt, however, unless there is dec 
authority for it, whether it can be done. If the other side will 
agrée to forego any question which they may bé éntitled 
raise upon my ability to increase the damages, I would limit 
theincrease to £500.—The Attorney-General of the county 
Palatine: I do not know, my lord, that I am in a position to 
do that. Your Lordship will give me leave to ye 
laetiios 1 ouet ven pave the fullest. right tod ives 
Attorney- : u uestions arising 
of the damages?—His Lordshi : Yoa—Mr. ‘Temples x: 
Chitty, in his notes to Archbold, expresses an opine © 
your Lordship has power to amend.—His Lordship: be 
it so. I will amend the declaration by increasing ; 
to £3,000, subject to leave for Mr. James to move tc 
the damages to £2,000.—Mr. Temple: I wish your Lordship 
to make a note that I asked for the amendment before the 
verdiet was recorded.—His Lordship: It was after the verdict 
was given.—Mr. Temple: But before it was recorded, my Lord. 
—His Lordship said he would make a note. 

We ake rxrormen that the citizens of Manchester, 
anxious to show their appreciation of the honour of th 
mabey rome erected into an assize town, have rai 
“ palace of justice” which is by far the best assize 
in England. It certainly appears to be most 

* 8 Sol. Jour. 739. 
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the accommodation including, besides the courts, a 


fm ear hall for waiting suitors and witnesses, a 
“ ing libtary, fitted with little recesses in which 
the members of the Bar may quietly read their briefs 
apart from the rest of the room,” consultation-room 
-rooms, private apartments for the judges, and 
the appurtenances of a great club. The style of the 
building is described as “Venetian Gothic,” and the 
whole structure is thoroughly creditable to the public 
spirit of Manchester. It is worth while to bestow pri- 
vileges, or what they consider such, on men of such 
publi spirit as this, and we can only hope that this 
conduct on the part of the “ Cottonopolitans” will bri 
its own reward, and that other buildings will be ere 
in emulation of this, so that Manchester will reap from 
the bmp, dpe the advantage which such places need— 
namely, sense that a city is something more than a 
collection of houses; an entity with individual character, 
feputation, and need of status. 


Tue Canpmarture of Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., for the 
representation of the city of Exeter, which we announced 
in our last,* has terminated unsuccessfully. The follow- 
ing was the result :— 


Lord Courtenay ............cccssccsccessscees 1,096 
WP CONG ainsi sscssianesccesaigeancesence 1,075 
Majority for Lord Courtenay... 26 


Tae Queen has granted authority to William John 
Potts, of Carlton House-terrace, in the county of Mid- 
dlesex, and of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to use the 
surname of Chatto in addition to and after that of Potts. 





OFFENCES ON RAILWAYS. 

A time when the public mind is in a state of agitation 
on a subject which concerns the individual safety and 
security of life under circumstances daily occurring, is 
of all the most fitting for its ventilation. Those who 
remember when travelling by railway began to be the 
most usual and convenient mode of locomotion, will 
searcely have forgotten the sensation produced by the 
thorough change railways introduced, both as regards 
a and ease in the accomplishment of a journey 
which, without their aid, might, in former times, never 
have been undertaken. One of the very greatest 

thus brought about has had the effect of spread- 
far out into the suburbs; and we now find 


H 


persons, whose daily occupation is in the very heart of 
town, taking their daily j to and fro, and in fact 


living an hour or two of each day in a railway carriage. 
At any distance within twenty miles from St. Paul’s, and 
towards all points of the compass, this numerous class 
have their habitations, and it is scarcely n to 
add that are a very influential class. Around all 
e same mode of residing a short railway 
the centre of business more or less pre- 
if to this very numerous portion of the com- 
add the multitudes who daily, either for 
business, take what may be catied, as com- 
those before mentioned, long journeys, it 
that offences committed in railway carriages 
f y no means small section of the population of 
ot many months since a deadly assault was com- 
a railway carriage on the London and North- 
Railway by a man in a most respectable posi- 
in life. This poor fellow had by intense study so 
i as to produce insanity, and it was 
h of two men he was pre- 
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eee 
guard in charge of the train. Even if had had 
Seem Of colin he satctensh, aay ome neeeeae 
doing so by the fact of one, a female, ha 
and the other two being engaged with all 
in a hand-to-hand conflict with a sanguinary 
man. 

The case of Mr. Briggs, who met his death in @ most 
mysterious manner on the Fenchureh-street line, must 
be fresh in the memory of our readers. About the same 
day as we heard of this case, another of a different nataré 
occurred on the South-Western Railway—we refer to 
Miss Moody, who was ee ee 
and who became so alarmed that she left the cartiage 
and thereby endangered her life. ‘ 

Another case is reported to have happened on Thurs- 
eee ie ries 
t ap t the Rev. J. W. i 
left Bristol by the train which leaves that about 


one o'clock. Three young men who were on thé 
form went into the “rpg with him, and to 
be in high spirits. He told them they to be in 


the he gp, bees + when they became abusive, and ex- 
pressed themselves in strong terms. Not after- 
wards some young ladies on the platform were 

by these young men in such terms as caused the rev. 
gentleman to remonstrate. They were annoyed at his 
remarks, and for the rest of ie ere treated him 
with ridicule. A short time arriving at the 
Western Junction, he received from one of them a blow 
on the head which injured him in so serious @ manner 
that a surgeon who was in the train gar 
immediate removal to Bridgwater, and he was 
taken to Hodges's Railway Hotel, and remained uncon- 
scious for nearly an hour. The names of the offenders 


are fortunately known, and they will, no 
brought to justice. But one of the most on 


° 


ii 


az 


these railway cases, although it did not reach to the 
stage of on chosen pesnet tied from the ge 4 
circumstances, extremely ing. Mr. Thomas 


solicitor, who resides at Snaresbrook, on 
last week, took the 9.30 train from Fenchureh-street 
At Stratford all his fellow-passengers left the 
and as the train was again ing @ man en 
sat down at the furthest corner from Mr. Beard. 
following extract from a contemporary will show what 
happened :— 

This person was rather tall, proportionably thick-set, dressed 
in black, and wearing a black and white straw hat slouched 
his forehead. In his right hand, close by his side, he held some- 
thing about two feet in length, about the thickness of an ordi- 
nary ruler or an iron bar; it was encased in , 
appeared to be thinner at one end than the other, 
the article was, its owner kept it completely bebind him, 
apparently his hand on it. “Isn't the train late?” he 
“T think it is,” was the reply. “ What is the tight time ? ” he 
asked. Mr. Beard took from his waistcoat pocket a gold lever 
watch, suspended by a gold chain; but at once the extreme 
incantiousness of such an act struck him. He 
placed his watch, and looked up; his companion had not 
but was nearer by a foot, his right hand still behind him, 
his eyes fixed upon the chain. . Beard felt poser 
ingly uncomfortable. “ Strange thing, that murder of Mr, 
in the railway carriage.” “Yes very.” “Do you think 
was more than one init,eh?” “I can’t say.” “Am 
fresh to-day about it, eh?” bpp what, for the * 
appeared a good opportunity, an ing an paper 
bs Urahaer, Mr. eo replied—* Look for ;” at the 
same time fully resolving to open the door of the a * 
not to spring from it, while his interrogator opened the 
of the journal. The man, however, took up the 
with his left hand, slid along the seat, eo 
ie See, Be See ee ee his 
travelling companion, threw the paper without -leok- 
ing at it, and saying, “I can't read—getting too old,” 
his left arm completely across the window 
rly dep bebe lntoner He Me 

% ex every mom 
shift his did next the platform, and whes 
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there he a give on terme if prevented getting out of the 
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o wtlege.. Remembering the recent murder on ha soma line, | between the passengers individually and x i : 


he felt getting ill, but gradually got his arm on the window 
frame, and when the train arrived at Low Leyton, the stranger 
inclining slightly backwards, he got up, twisted the handle of 
the door, and rushed out. He entered an adjoining compart- 
ment well occupied, from which, as the train again moved 
forward, he observed the wearer of the slouched hat walking 
hastily away as though in quest of some one. On arriving at 
Snaresbrook Mr. Beard made a communication of what had 
occurred to Mr. Wooton, the station-master, and has since 
done so to Mr. Superintendent Howie, K division of police, so 
thoroughly convinced is he that a murderous outrage was pur- 
posed, and was only not committed through his own caution 
and watchfulness. 

Although it is not improbable that Mr. Beard’s own 
sense of fear worked on his imagination, yet it must be 
allowed that his alarm was not without cause. Many 
suggestions have been made for the alteration of railway 
carri in some way, so as to enable passengers in 
different compartments to communicate with each other 
and with the guard, and it really seems essential that 
railway companies should bestir themselves to render 
their passengers more at ease when imprisoned and 
isolated, as they are liable to be, during the course of 
even the shortest journey. 

It will be observed that in all the cases we have men- 
tioned it is more than probable that ability to communi- 
cate with the other passengers in the train, and with 
the guard, would have had the effect of bringing imme- 
diate assistance ; and we venture to say that with such 
power of communication as suggested, the majority of 
these offences would never have occurred. ilway 
directors have been appealed to in vain to do something 
to give their passengers a chance for their lives, under 
such circumstances as sometimes arise ; and notwithstand- 
ing the various suggestions which have been made, we 
hear as yet of no board of railway directors with courage 
sufficient to initiate so expensive a change as an altera- 
tion of all their carriages would entail upon their share- 
holders. If they are under the impression that they are 
saving the pockets of the shareholders by disregarding 
the safety of their passengers, they will discover their 
error when too late. The public are not slow in finding 
out on which line a journey may be taken with the least 
possible risk. Paterfamilias cannot afford to run the 
chance of being murdered on his daily journey, and will, 
at the first opportunity, remove to some locality where 
his risk of that nature may bereduced to a minimum. 

In consequence of the assaults which have recently 
occurred, any two men when alone in a railway carriage 
are wont to look shy at each other, and to keep the 
greatest possible distance between them. Neither of 
them dares to take his usual nap, and, in fact, they 
are both as uncomfortable as they well can be under 
the circumstances. A sense of security would be im- 
parted to railway travelling if assistance could be 
readily called in for the prevention of offences committed 
between passengers.. And, be it remembered, we do not 
say that the assistance would arrive in time, or if it did, 
that it would prove effectual; but, that the knowledge 
that an alarm might at. any moment be given to the 

while a train is in motion, would impress a mind 
meditating such an offence with the impossibility of 


The numerous hints given by letters to the papers have 
only addressed themselves to the directors of railway com- 
panies, and we need hardly say that the directors have 
made no sign. At vy or one correspondent, apparently 
exasperated, suggests legislative interference ; but evenif 
the session had not closed, such interference does not ap- 
pear desirable, except as a last resort. A covert inuendo 
that the Board of Trade was not strong enough to do what 
is required has at last ed up that very inert body to 
exertion, and the result is seen ina circular issued to 


railway companies, and which will be found inserted in - 


another column. We think that any alteration which 
falls short of giving the greatest facility of communica- 
tion, as well between the passengers themselves as 





charge of the train, will be imperfect, less 
than this will afford travellers a ect sense of security 
during the journey, and, therefore, nothing less than 
this will supply the requirements of modern travelling. 
Communication by means of a cord between the several 
iages of a train has not proved practical 
and often the cord may be seen fastened at one end toa 
handle, or some other fixed part of a i $0 as to 
reclude the possibility of its being used. It will pro- 
bly be some months before we hear of any result 
arising from the circular issued by the Board of Trade, 
and perhaps during those months, if no more serious 
offences are reported, the sensation recently aroused 
may appear to be set at rest. Sooner or later, however, 
we shall hear again of persons parse nn, Se want of the 
protection they are entitled to at the hands of railwa 
companies, and public opinion will not be satisfied unti 
the obvious remedy is applied by the companies, either 
of their own motion, or under pressure of the Legisla- 
ture. 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


DEFINITION OF THE PARCELS. 
Martyr v. Lawrence, LJ., 12 W. RB. 10438. 

The term “ parcels,” in its broadest sense, includes all 
contained in a conveyance, lease, or other instrument 
passing land, between the words of grant and the “all 
the estate” clause. In some cases there occur in this part 
of a deed reservations or exceptions of rights, and expres- 
sion of powers to be enjoyed by the grantor or grantee, 
all of which may be plainly distinguished from the parcels 
in their narrower and geographical sense. Statements 
also of devolution of title, which are occasionally mixed 
up with the geographical parcels, instead of occurring in 
their usual place, as recitals, do not cause difficulty when 
they are direct and independent statements in the form, 
“which said hereditaments were by an indenture, &.” 
But besides such titular definition of the parcels (in their 
narrower sense of land), expressions are sometimes used 
of a mixed character, attempting to define the parcels by 
causing the geographical description to be dependent on 
extrinsic matters of title or enjoyment. A form from which 
this confusion commonly arises is the addition of the 
qualification, “as the same hereditaments,” descended or 
were devised, or were conveyed, as the case may be. The 
conveyancer becomes at a loss to determine whether such 
qualification is merely geographical, or refers to circum- 
stances affecting the grantee’s estate in the land which 
is the subject-matter. The addition ordinarily made to 
the mere description of the land by its name, quality, and 
boundaries, is that the land was formerly in the occupa- 
tion of A. B., and is now, or was*lately, in the occupation 
of C.D. Such an addition thus made substantively, and 
as a distinct proposition, is available to determine the 
land parcels, in case their description by name, quantity, 
and boundaries be open to question; while, if there be no 
such question, the addition can dono harm, even although 
erroneous: Doe v. Galloway, 5 B. & Ad. 43. The same is 
true as to additions of parish or place, when they are 
used by way of demonstration and not of qualification: 
Dowties’ case, 3 Co. 9 b. 

In the principal case, the addition of the occupation 
of the demised premises being made in the qualifying 
form, “as the same were late in the occupation” of 
particular person, caused so much difficulty as to divide 
the Lords Justices in opinion. The appeal to them, 
therefore, brought no decision of the doubt of construc- 
tion. The case is noticeable rather by way of caution to 
the practitioner against what might otherwise appear to 
be a trivial departure from the common form. The facts 
of the case were peculiar; but the question of the con- 
struction of the particular words of reference to occupa- 
tion involved, in the apprehension of Lord Justice 
Turner, very serious consequences. The construction 
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that they modified the parcels, as contended by the 
defendant, would, the Lord Justice was of opinion, pro- 
bably lead to importing into a vast number of deeds and 
instruments qualifications which the parties to them had 
never had in their contemplation. 

It appeared that in November, 1849, the owner of a 
cottage, and also of a shop built out in front of it, at the 
foot of Mount Sion-hill, Tunbridge Wells, agreed with 
Corke, lessee of the shop for twenty-one years from Sep- 
tember, 1846, to let to him for a term which would expire 
with the other term, a strip of ground at the back of 
the shop, for the purpose of the shop being enlarged. In 
consideration of this enlargement, Corke agreed that the 
landlord might have the exclusive use, during the lease, 
of the external parts of the lead flat of the roof of the 
shop and intended new building, and make a lawn or 
flower-garden thereon, or put the flat to any other use that 
might not be to the lessee’s damage, or make the premises 
unsafe. To give access to the flat, a window of the cot- 
tage opened upon it. The landlord, in May, 1853, let 
the cottage to Heather for fourteen years, determinable 
at the expiration of seven, with the right to walk and 
sit on the lead flat; and Heather covenanted not to use 
it for any other purpose, or to put anything on it by 
which it would be injured or rendered unsafe, and not 
to act to the annoyance of Corke. Among the fixtures in- 
cluded in this lease was the lead flat. Heather’s lease 
determined in 1860, and the cottage was let to, and oc- 
cupied by, Fowler, from September, 1860, to January, 
1862. He appears to have had the enjoyment of the 
lead flat in the same manner as Heather. In December, 
1863, the landlord agreed to let the cottage, which had 
been unoccupied in the interval, to the defendant, as it 
was lately held by Fowler, with the right to use the 
lead flat, and to erect on it any light building for the 
purpose of photography. Meanwhile, in October, 1861, 
when the cottage was in Fowler’s occupation, Corke’s 
lease had determined, according to a proviso in it, by 
his bankruptcy, and the landlord, by an indenture of 
December, 1861, had let the shop to the plaintiff and 
another (who afterwards assigned to the plaintiff) for 
twenty-one years, by the description of “all that shop, 
situate at the foot of Mount Sion-hill, Tunbridge Wells 
aforesaid, as the same was late in the occupation of 
Henry Corke,” and the landlord covenanted to keep in 
repair the lead flat and iron fencing at the top of the 
shop. The defendant entered on the lead flat and com- 
menced building there a room of wood and glass. The 


' plaintiff’s bill prayed an injunction to restrain the de- 


fendant from permitting the building to remain, or from 
using the flat, and from otherwise trespassing upon or 
interfering with it. Wood, V.C., granted the injunction. 

The words in the plaintiff's lease of the shop, “as the 
same was late in the occupation of Henry Corke,” 
would, in the case of an ordinary lease, where the de- 
mised property was accurately described, and was not 
subject to any easement, have been innocent surplusage 
in identification of the premises, But, Corke having 
occupied subject to the landlord’s easement of using the 
roof, the words were open to the mischievous meaning of 
referring to this circumstance of Corke’s occupation. 
Even if the words were words of identification, the de- 
fendant had the authority of Pyer v. Carter, Exch., 5 
W. R. 371, for maintaining that, as the easement was 
apparent, the plaintiff’s lease was subject to it; but, as 
our readers will recollect, in Suffield v. Brown, 12 W. R. 
856, the Lord Chancellor, dissenting from Pyer v. Carter, 
did not admit that, because a vendor’s easement over his 
grantee’s purchase might be found out by inquiry, the 
purchaser was bound by the easement. ‘The previous 
question,” said the Lord Chan , “was, whether the 
purchaser was under any obligation to make inquiry, or 
were affected by the result of it, which, having regard to 
his contract and conveyance, he certainly was not.” Suf- 
field v. Brown itself was the case of a non-apparent 
easement, the projection of bowsprits across an adjoin- 
ing wharf; in Pyer v. Carter the easement was a drain, 





not strictly apparent, but ascertainable by inquiry. In 
the present case it can scarcely be supposed that the 
easement was not actually apparent, since the window of 
the cottage opened out on the flat; but, as the Lord 
Chancellor did not admit that the purchaser would 
affected even by the result of his inquiries, Suffield 
Brown would be an authority for holding that the plain- 
tiff was not affected by the easement, unless the words 
“as late in the occupation ” referred, according to their 
true construction, to the circumstances of the lessee’s 
estate in the shop when Corke held it. 

There were not wanting authorities for taking into 
consideration generally the circumstances 
of the demise. Thus, a demise of parts of a house 
in London, described as one room and a cellar there- 
under, and a vault contiguous, &c., “together with a 
piece of ground on the north side,”’’particularly 
it, the whole being described to have been late 


in 

the occupation of B., under the piece of ground. On the 
question whethtr the Court was bound by the terms o 
that lease to hold that it carried the piece of land wsque 
ad inferos, Ashurst, J., thought it might be necessary to 
put a different construction on leases made in populous 
cities from that on those made in the country; that, con- 
sidering the nature of the property, it was proper to let 
in evidence to show the state and condition of it at the 
time when the lease was granted. Buller, J., stated the rule, 
that the question, whether parcel or not of the thing demised, 
was always matter of evidence: Doev. Burt,1T.R. 701. 
Soin Kerslake v. White, 2 Stark. 508, a room, shown to have 
been formerly in communication and occupation with the 
demised messuage, but to have been for some years boarded 
off by a wooden partition, was held not to have passed by a 
demise of the messuage “ with all the rooms and cham- 
bers.” Lord Tenterden said that it sometimes happened 
that a room of one house extended over part of a room 
belonging to another house; but this house had been 
occupied as a separate house for many 

The rule, then, being that, whether parcel or not of the 
thing demised, is matter of evidence, the question in the 
present case was, whether the words “as the same were 
in the occupation ” were proper to let in such evidence. 
Were it customary, or not unusual for the owners of 
houses to enjoy gardens, or to have power to build over 
the lead flats of shops or buildings in front of the houses, 
the cases just cited might have governed the principal 
case. The Lord Justice Turner considered that those 
cases went so far as to establish that, in determining 
the effect to be given to deeds and instruments, 
regard was to be had to the state of the property 
affected by them at the time when those deeds 
and instruments were executed. But Doe v. Burt 
and Kerslake v. White decided nothing as to the conse- 
quences resulting from that principle. Whatsuch conse- 
quences might be, must depend upon the circumstances of 
each particular case,in which those cases differed 
from the present case. The words in question here were 
proper, if not necessary, for the identification of the pro- 
perty, and it was, the Lord Justice thought, going too 
far to say that the words ought not to be taken to have 
been inserted for the purpose of identification, because, 
upon an examination of the other parts of the lease, the 
identity would be established. The impression of Knight 
Bruce, L.J., was otherwise; on the words in question, the 
language of the agreement of November, 1849, and 
the facts, he respectfully differed both from the learned 
Vice-Chancellor, and the learned Lord Justice. 


JUDGMENT, &c., Law AMENDMENT AcT, 27 & 28 Vict. 
0, 112, 


(By James Park, Esq., of the Registry Office, Common 
Pleas.) 


I would call the attention of the profession to the im- 
portant alteration, effected by this Act, in the law of 
judgments as they affect real property. 

Section 1 enacts that no future judgments shall affect 
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until such land shall have been actually de- 
8 provides that execution under which 
shall haye been so delivered, shall be registered 
leas in the name of the debtor. (It is 
such case the creditor should register 
ution forth with.) 
provides that any creditor to whom 
been actually delivered, and whose 
been duly registered, shall be entitled 
in from the Court of Chancery, upon 
summary way, an order for the sale of his 
terest in such land. 
Parchasers, with or without notice, will not, therefore, 
by any future judgments till the creditor is in 
and of the intention of the 
order for sale, due notoriety will 
registration; and all persons claiming any 
in such land, as well as purchasers, may inform 
g the register, of the intention of 
apply to the Court for an order 
ey will be entitled to the proceeds 
respective priorities. A creditor, after 
with the requirements of the Act, may, 
ting for the expiration of the year prescribed 
ict, o. 110, 8, 13, petition the Court forthwith 
for sale, 
inferred that a judgment creditor will not 
ity as to his debtor’s land until the land 
delivered in execution. Hereafter 
not rely on their judgments as affording 
ity, or giving them any preference, until 
possession of their debtor’s land. 
portant for purchasers to remember that the 
has not a retrospective operation; therefore, the 
must continue to be made for judgments already 
; until they shall be satisfied or become in- 
operative by the effluxion of time from want of re-regis- 


The Act seems to contemplate, in all cases, delivery of 
the land in execution. Are advowsons, remainders, 
equities of redemption, and such other interests as, 
among others, were affected by the 13th section of the 
1 & 2 Vict., and could not be extended by legal process, 
touched by this Act ?—in other words, is the section, in 
effect, wholly repealed? This may be a nice question for 
the consideration of the Courts hereafter. Should such 
have been the intention of the Legislature, it would have 
been more satisfactory if the clause had been repealed in 
direct terms. If the creditor has still a lien on such in- 
terests as cannot be taken in legal execution, he must 

ter under the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 

ald this be the view ultimately taken by the Courts, 
it will follow that this last piece of legislation, like so 
many of its predecessors, will but have increased the 
burdens of intending vendors and purchasers of land. 
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REVIEW 


Manual of the Times of Procedure in Chancery; em- 
bracing, ly, the provisions of the General Rules and 
come A Court. By Tuomas Brarrawarrts, of the 
and Writ Clerks’ Office. London: Cox. 1864. 
i tending, but very useful, little work, afford- 
ing the fullest Piformation on that subject, so full of pitfalls 
for in Chancery— . 

It is utterly impossible for any human memory to charge 
iteglf with the details of the rules and orders on this sub- 
ject; to know, even approximately, when the Court allows 
twenty t days for taking any contemplated step, when 
fourteen, seven ; to remember in what classes of pro- 
ceeding time runs during the vacations, in what cases he 

&e., &e.; and yet an error in of these 
involves @ special application to Court, 
with a certainty of having to. pay as for an indul- 


‘ bility, in maz and bef 
on A Pg fae patently 2a refused we to amend 
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the fault. The due use of the work now before us will effec. 
tually guard the practitioner against this danger, and that use 
is of the easiest and simplest nature, not requiring or pre. 
supposing any greater knowledge of the subject«than is 
necessary to enable the inquirer to “look out inad Aad 

The work is, in fact, a dictionary; that is to say, the informa. 
tion required is to be found by looking out for the principal word 
in the statement of the particular case; which sriedina 
are arranged lexicographically, with a copious and well-d 
system of cross-references. For instance, let us suppose a 

efendant having neglected to appear, the plaintiff's solicitor 
desires to know how soon and in what manner he may take 
the bill pro confesso against him: he turns to “ Pro confesso” 
in the Manual (p. 118), and finds that to obtain the preliminary 
order he must first enter an appearance for the defendant, and 
then give four weeks’ notice of motion. He now turns to 
* Appearance” (p. 17), and finds that in an ordinary case he has 
three weeks to enter sach appearance; and if his case be one 
of those specially provided for by order, he is referred to the 
particular order governing it. And so in any other case which 
may be put. We may add that the author has availed him- 
self of the assistance of his printers to give, by a peculiar 
intermixture of various type, such a prominence to the catch- 
words and answers in each case as will materially assist the 
practitioner as well in finding out what he wants as in readily 
distinguishing the particular information desired. 

On the whole, we can safely and cordially recommend this 
work to the notice of the profession—at least of that branch 
thereof, whether counsel or solicitors, who are engaged in 
practice in the High Court of Chancery. 








COURTS, 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR.) 

July 30.—In bankrupicy.— Ez parte Smith~Re Smith 
The question in this case is, whether in the estimate of the 
majority in number, representing three-fourths in value, of the 
creditors, whose assent is necessary to make a deed valid under 
the 192nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, creditors who 
are partially or fully secured are to be taken into account for 
the whole amount of their debts; or whether, in the former case, 
the secured creditor is to be estimated only for the balance of 
his security, and in the latter case not at all. 

The case has been standing for judgment, and to-day 

The Lorp CHancettor said he felt bound to come to the 
conclusion that the deed was bad, not on the ground that the 
value of the secured creditors’ securities must be deducted ftom 
their debts (although he was of opinion that it should), but on 
the other ground, that a creditor must be still reckoned among 
the creditors for the purpose of obtaining the statutory 
majority in point of number, although in point of value that 
creditor's debt might by reason of the amount ot his security be 
reduced to nothing. All the doubts which had arisen upon 
this subject were referable to a single dictum of a learned 
judge (Lord Justice Knight Bruce In re Shettle), whose judg: 
ment was not the same in all respects in the different reports 
of it, His Lordship intimated that he should give his judgment 
in writing as soon as his engagements permitted, but he thought 
it right to state at once what his opinion was on the main points, 
as at present advised. 


—— Ez parte Jones—Re M‘ Turk.—The question raised in 
this case was, whether in a case where an adjudication has been 
followed by the registration of a trust deed, the Court can 
order the petitioning creditors’ costs to be paid by the trustees. 

The Lorp Cuance.tor was of opinion that there was an 
omission in the Act of Parliament, and that the Court had no 
jurisdiction to order the costs to be paid by the and 
he also ordered the trustees to pay the costs of the present 
application, 

— Ez Morrison—Re Clunn.—This was an appeal 
from a decision of Mr. Commissioner Fane, refusing leave to 
the appellants, judgment creditors of the debtor Clann, to issue 
jae against him. Clunn had given a guarantee signed by 

imself, on behalf of his firm, Upon proceedings bei hed 


to enforce the Clunn’s that 
im ath and ultimately the action was 
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executed 9 deed assigning all his estate and effects to trustees, 
his father, son, and brother, being his late partners. 
The debte of these assetting relatives amounted to £10,000, 


the assets were entirely problematical. 

Mr. Sargood, for the pb tes urged that the deed was in 
ity a mere sham. 

rei Gifard and Mt, Bagley, for the debtor, said that. he 


ight haye been made a bankrupt, and have obtained his 
er of discharge, and, therefore, he ought not to be punished 


to lish the release of the debtor by the assistance of the 
Act of Parliament. He wished it to be understood that, 
whenever a similar fraudulent attempt to abuse the privileges 
of the Act of Parliament was brought before him, he should 
not be slow in applying the remedy. It must be recollected 
that the man could only have made himself @ bankrupt openly 
and without fraud—that is, without falsehood—and without 
attempting to pervert the sections of the Act, given for one 
to another and a different purpose. He was serry the 
commissioner had made the order, and he was sorry he could 
not give the applicant immunity for his expenses, The order 
must be reversed and the deposit returned. 
(Before the Lorps Justices). 
Aug. 3.—In re No. 3 Midland Counties Benefit Puilding 
This was an appeal from a decision of the Master of 
the Rolls, by which his ur had decided that the society 
must be wound up in the County Court and not in Chancery. 
The petition was presented under the Companies Act, 1862 
26 & 26 Vict, c. 87). The society was certified by Mr. Tidd 
but it was not tered under the Provident Societies 
Act of 1852 (15 & 16 . ¢. $1), nor under the Act of 1862, 
the 17th section of which provides that societies “ 
under this Act” are to be wound up in the County Court. The 
Master of the Rolls was of opinion that the Court of Chancery 
had no jurisdiction to make such an order and dismissed the 


petition. 

Mr. Springall Thompson and Mr, Swanston appeared in the 
case. 

Their Lorpsuips reversed the order of his Honour, and 
directed the petition to be restored. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN.) 
July 27.—In re Yallop, an attorney.—This was an exami- 
nation meeting. Debts £641; assets doubtful. 





farther advance, and held the bill as security for 

1 given to Hunnion, who was not forthcoming. 

His Honour declined to admit the proof, and, in the 
ition, passed the examination, but directed 

the question of discharge to stand over. 

July 29.—JIn re W. F. Windham.—This case was again 
y for examination. The bankrupt, Mr. William 
am, was described as a coach proprietor, &c. 

aby see ¢, for the assignees, said pod ope 
yet by the bankrupt, and it was q 
that the farther hearing should stand over until the return of 
Mr, Commissioner Fane from his vacation. The assignees 
desired that the bankrnpt should be kept before the Court, 
otherwise, perhaps, an adjournment sine die would have been 
the og form of order, 

Chidley, for creditors, concurred in the epiention 

A day was then appointed for the adjourned hearing, 

It is stated that the bankrupt’s accounts are in course of 
preparation by Messrs. Johnstone & Co. The debts and 
liabilities may be stated in round figures at £10,000, with 
assets of considerable value. 


COURT OF ADMIRALTY. 


f 


- 





Lushington then said, “It is true underwriters were not for- 
merly allowed to come in, but I haye made up my ‘ 
shut out any person having a real interest in the the 
suit. I read the affidavits and decide.” 

His Lorpsuir now said that he had read the affidavits, 
which satisffed him that the underwriters had a real interest. 
Tor would, therefore, be admitted to defend on giving aeee- 
rity for costs. 





COURT OF ARCHES. 
(Before Dr. Lusmixeton, Dean of Arches.) 
Aug. 2.—Fry and Graeta v. Trevoire.—Important Church- 
rate Case.—Dr. Deane, on a previous day, protested a 
the continuance of the suit, on the ground that the 
were irregular, and that the Court had no jurisdiction, 
plaintiffs were the churchwardens of 5 
and on the 6th of February letters of request were issued 
the diocesan court of Bath and Wells, authorising the Court 
Arches to hear the case, involving the payment of & chureh- 
rate. Subsequently Mr. Fry withdrew from the 
ehurchwarden being left to continue it. The 
Court to decide was, whether one churchwarden could 
ceed in a case originally instituted by the two, when one 
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peremptorily refused to proceed further, and had taken the 
proper legal means of doing so by withholding the proofs which 
the Court required in every case. 

The Queen's Advocate defended the course which had been 

Dr. Lusuiseton, in delivering judgment, said the questions 
he had to devide was, whether one churchwarden, there being 
two, could go on with a suit, or whether there rahe power 
to compel the co-churchwarden to proceed against his After 
strict inquiry he found no cases that bore upon the issues now 


raised. The cases which were cited by the learned counsel 
the hearing were inapplicable. It had been urged that chiutch- 
wardens were a corporation, but he could not find any defini+ 
tion of the term; and he held that it was altogether too vague 
to define the duties which were i upon them. He was 
of opinion that one churchwarden, under the circumstances, 
could not proceed. It might be competent to a court of com- 
mon law to compel the recusant churchwarden to join, but he 
did not understand that he possessed that power. He must 
declare for the protest, These were very painful cases, and 
he regretted extremly that the law was not altered to meet the 
constant charges with regard to church-rates, 

The suit was thus quashed, 

CLERKENWELL COUNTY COURT. 
(Before Mr. Serjt. Jones and a Jury.) 

Aug. 2.—-Barton v. Miller.—This was an action to recover 
£10 19s., plaintiff being a publican, keeping the Green Man 
abls propecy, whe bil ealdel ih ty saleiocttoeL, eieaes 
able property, who i n the 
at issue be the right of defendant’s footman m Pepe 
pledge his credit. 

Mr. Hammond, for the plaintiff, said the had 
his service, while he was living at Muswell-hill, a 
butlor, and he used to order in almost bottled 
stout, for which the present claim was m It would be 
proved that the ale reached defendant's table. 

John Cook said he had been an out-door errant 
dant’s employ, but he sometimes waited at tab! 
earn beer consumed. The ladies drank the bottled 

hitely, the butler or footman, had control over the other 
peeranta, He paid the wages and the tradesmen’s hye ol 

itness was driving defendant to the station one 1 
Whitely left, and he informed defendant of plaintiff's acoos 

Cross-examined: Whitely me my wages. He sold 
in the kitchen. I paid him for some. It was not bottled 
T and Whitely were bad friends. 

Plaintiff said that all the goods went to the house, 
account began in November, 1863, and ended May 9, 
The first account was seat in in February, eg 
accounts were delivered weekly. A bill was to Miller. 
Plalntiff produced his books, and made ont.en account, 
od oneal ve defendant, whose solicitors 

amount, su quite without 
we ence ore the saute, Once a screw of . 
sent to house, bat it was charged ag porter 
because it would not have looked well the other way. 
were sent up to the house, Mh how i ee 
to the house. Defendant told me that he had ina 
large stock when he took the house. After he left, a 
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many of the tradesmen were inquiring for him. I wrote to 
the defendant before Whitely left. 

Jessie Peddie, lady’s maid, said she put the letter on defen- 
dant’s dressing table, he being in the room, before'Whitely left. 

Mr. Grady, for the defendant, urged that he should not be 
held liable for the acts of a dishonest servant, such as 
Whitely, and that it would be a most dangerous proposition to 
affirm that a butler or footman was to be allowed to pledge his 
master’s credit at a public-house for such a score as this. 
Upon the law of agency the learned counsel referred to the 
cases of Hiscock v. Greenwood, 4 Espinasse; and Pole v. 
Leask, 33 L. J. Ch. 1537. 

Defendant said that Whitely was a footman in livery. He 
had no authority to give orders to the tradesmen in the neigh- 
bourhood. He decamped on May 14. Witness, when he 
took the house, sent in fifty dozen of bottled beer, and fifteen 
or sixteen caeks of draught, besides a large stock of wine. 
After Whitely had run away, witness found all plaintifi’s ac- 
counts in the pantry. Plaintiff had many opportunities for 
speaking to witness, Witness did not smoke, and never autho- 
rised plaintiff to supply pipes or tobacco. 

Cross-examined,— When Cook mentioned the matter, witness 
said plaintiff himself ought to see about it. 

Re-examined.—I checked the bills every week. 

His Honour, in summing up to the jury, said that there was 
no foundation for this claim. The question for the jury was, 
whether Whitely had authority from the defendant to pledge his 
credit. If the plaintiff succeeded in his proposition, no gentle- 
man or housekeeper would be safe. The plaintiff should have 
made proper inquiries, and it was not because he was a poorer 
man than the defendant that he should recover in this case. 
Ps Jury, after a short deliberation, found for the plain- 
tiff. 

His Honour immediately granted a new trial, on the ground 
that the verdict was against all principles of law. 





HOME CIRCUIT. 
MarpsTonE. 
(Before Mr. Justice W1LLEs. ) 

July 28,—A_ respectable-looking man, deseribed &s a 
nurseryman and seedsman, was indicted for feloniously 
forging an acceptance of a bill of exchange for £32 
lls. 8d., with intent to defraud. In a second count he 
was charged with feloniously uttering the bill, knowing it 
to be forged. 

Mr. Barrow was for the prosecution; Mr. F. Russell was 
for the defence. 

The prisoner was in business at Maidstone, and in July 
last year he arranged with the manager of the London and 
Southwark Discount Company to allow him to open a discount 
business with them, in order to get small bills given by cus- 
tomers discounted. He got one George Beard, his foreman, 
to write his acceptance ona bill drawn by himself at three 
months for £32 11s. 8d., and directed to ‘‘ Mr. George Beard,” 
without any address. He then filled in the address, “ Rotting. 
dean, near Brighton,” so that it would appear as if the George 
Beard who rx lived there, and made the bill payable at 
Jones Loyd & Co.’s., Lothbury, London. This was the bill in 
question; and it was then taken to the discount company by 
the prisoner, who said he was “ good for the amount,” and the 
manager agreed to discount at thirteen per cent. Afterwards 
the prisoner’s servant, George Beard, was sent for the money, 
and got a cheque for the amount, less discount—the discount 
company not knowing who he was, and still less knowing that 
the writing of the acceptance was his. There is a Mr. Charles 
Beard, and his nephew, @ youth, George Humphrey Beard, 
who live at Rottingdean, but neither did they know the 
prisoner, nor did either of them answer the description of 
a seedsman 

George Beard, the servant, was called, and stated that there 
was no address to the bill at the time he put his acceptance to 
it. He had lived near Brighton, and had accepted bills for a 
Mr. Fairbairn, of Clapham, in whose service he had lived, and 
who had formerly lived at Rottingdean. He had not led the 

isoner to su that these bills were addressed to him at 

ttingdean. ey were addressed to him, he said, “either at 
Clapham or London,” and they were accommodation bills. On 
the. present occasion he had written the acceptance in the pri- 
soner’s shop, and in a hurry, and he admitted that he neyer 
read the bill. 

Mr. F. Russell submitted that there was not a sufficient case 
to convict. 





Mr. Justice Wriizs said that beyond all doubt it was a most 
improper transaction, but in the absence of any evidence that 
the prisoner._made any representation as to who the acceptor 
really was, it was not a fit case for a conviction. If there had 
been such representation it would have been different. In 
Blenki ’s case (1 Denison’s Crown Cases, 282), decided 
by the judges in 1847, it was held that the putting an address 
to the drawer’s name while the bill was in course of 
tion, with intent to make the acceptance appear to be that of a 
different existing person, was forgery. But the care 
differed from that in the absence of any evidence of a represen. 
tation that there was a different existing person of the same 
name (i.e. George Beard), and, on the contrary, it had been 
proved that there was not such a person at Rottingdean. 

The prisoner was acquitted on the direction of the learned 
judge; but was placed at the bar on another indictment in a 
similar case. In this case the prisoner wert to one Wood, a 
bill discounter, and stated that he had business transactions 
with a “ Mr. Beard, seedsman, of Rottingdean, and asked him 
whether, if he could get an acceptance of this Mr. Beard, he 
would discount it. Wood made inquiries, and then discounted 
(at 30 per cent.) a bill which was accepted by George Beard. 

In this case it appeared that George Beard, the prisoner's 
foreman, had only written the acceptance on a blank bill stamp 
which the prisoner afterwards filled in 

Mr, Russell submitted that there was no case for the ny. 
The charge was forging and uttering a forged acceptance, 
the case cited the decision was that the address must be thatof 
a ‘ different existing person.” 

Mr. Justice Wiis said that was not the ground of the de. 
cision, and that it was too plain for argument that if a person 
added an address to a bill, so as to make it appear that the ac. 
ceptance, though really written by a person of the same name, 
was that of a different persou—whether such person existed or 
not—he was guilty of forgery. Here the bill was so altered as 
to make it appear that George Beard, the acceptor, was a 
seedsman, whereas he was a servant. 

Mr. Russell pointed out that the indictment was for forg- 
ing the acceptance, not the bill, and the acceptance was not 
altered. 


Mr. Justice W1LLEs answered that this did not matter, for in 
point of law there was no acceptance until the bill was drawn, 
It was therefore really the effect of the acceptance which was 
altered, and that was a forgery. : 

It appeared, however, that the body of the bill, including the 
address, was all in the prisoner’s handwriting, and appeared to 
be so and was understood to be so, an 

Mr. Russell urged that it could not be forgery to alter what 
purported to be his own writing, and he cited Webb's case, in 
Russell and Ryan’s Crown Cases, and cited in the work of Mr. 
Justice Byles on Bills, where the majority of the judges decided 
that the adopting a false description and addition where a false 
name was not assumed and where there was no person answer- 
ing the description or addition, was not a forgery; and he dtew 
a distinction between this and the well-known case in the 
House of Lords in the last century, in which it was held that 
it was a forgery to sign what purported to be the signature of 
another person, existing or non-existing. For here,as in Webb's 
case the alteration was not efubaad oe. pipe to be the writing 
of another person, but what p' to be his own writing. 

Mr, Justice WiLtEs, however, said that the question for the 
jury was whether the bill was passed off to Wood as that of 8 

an and customer, instead of what it really was, that of a 
mere servant, His Lordship refused to reserve the point, and 
the jury found the prisoner Guilty, : 

The learned JupeE sentenced him to four years’ penal servi- 


At Guildford Assizes, Mr. Baron Martin announced on 
Wednesday last that he had received information of an im- 
provement in Mr. Justice Williams's health. 

MIDLAND ‘CIRCUIT. 
(Before Mr. Justide Bracxsurn.) 

Aug. 2.—Lister 'v. Beckett—The plaintiff had entrusted to 
a solicitor a Sum of £200 to invest’ for her, and now brought 
her action to recover the amount: 
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be recovered in this action, had neither been invested nor paid 
to the plaintiff. 

After these facts had been , the defendant submitted 
to a verdict for the plaintiff for the amount claimed, and in- 
terest. 

Great preparations are being made at Leeds for the entry of 
the judges. Attention appears to have been chiefly concentrated 
upon the of the commission. It is understood that 
the Nisi Prius in which the ceremony will take plaee, 
will be filled with The judges are expected to 
reach Leeds at a quarter past five this afternoon. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


SHort-HAND Norss, 

Sir—As the columns of your Journal are open to the dis- 
cussion of all matters pertaining to the administration of jus- 
tice, I crave your ind to enable me to call attention to 
what is obviously an inconsistency. I allude to the fact that, 
whilst some of the common law masters (whom I could name 
if it were thought desirable) raise no objection to shorthand 
writers taking notes of proceedings before them, others abso- 
lutely refuse to permit this, though counsel and solicitors 
desire it. Perhaps the attention of the legal profession and 
the public being called to this subject, may lead the inaugura- 
tion of a course of procedure before the masters which shall, 
at least, have the advantage of uniformity. 

A SHortaanp Wrirer. 





Manoriav Ricuts. 

Sir,—In answer to the letter of your correspondent “ En- 
quirer,” which appeared in the Solicitors’ Journal of 16th July 
last, I beg to say that this question was submitted to counsel 
for his opinion a little time since, and he thonght that the 
right of shooting, and other like privileges, could not be 
deemed to be lost by the non-exercise of them, as suggested by 
your correspondent. ALPHA. 

Aug. 1. 


Coprinaton v. CopRINGTON AND ANOTHER. 
Sir,—Permit me to draw your attention to the remarks of 
the Judge-Ordinary and the Queen’s Advocate, as reported in 
this day's Times, with reference to the postponement of the 
farther hearing of this important cause. To all parties in- 
terested, delay, fraught with inconvenience and expense, is yet 
tendered absolutely necessary by the imperfect state of our 
existing law of evidence, which—for what reason it is difficult 
to say—prohibits positively the examination of parties accused 
of crime, how much soever they may themselves desire to be 
placed in the witness-box. More than sixty years have now 
since the late Sir Samuel Romilly, in the course of the 
first speech he ever delivered in the House of Commons, ad- 
verted to, and inveighed against, this crying evil. Jeremy 
Bentham followed Romilly, and Lord Broagham Bentham, as 
our best modern jurists have, with scarce an exception, fol- 
lowed Brougham in denouncing it, and bating, as they 
have but too much cause to do, the mischief which it ever and 
i occasions, Thus far unsuccessfully; sed post nubila 
! 

You, sir, will recollect that when Sidney Smith urged the 
abolition of a very gross and dangerous abuse in our railway 
system, he suggested—and Sidney knew the world—that the 
amelioration he had in view might be seccelerated, could it be 
shown that a bishop had been victimised; adding 





i 


respect which it was impossible that both could 
be guilty, while it is highly that both were innocent; 
—that I should have been sentenced to eight months’ confiae- 
in doing which, if I had 
instant, I shexid have de- 


of all good and honest, men-—or eve= that the and 
systematic annual rain of very maay, and, possibly, the judicial 
murder of not a few. B men and women of the 
bumbler and less affluent of society ;—for Sir 


Grey tells us that what he politely. denominates 
justice,”’ are, now-a-days “ unfortunately 


* 


not rare;”—that these things, I say, sir, should occur to us, 
may be, indeed, a matter of very little consequence. - We 
proletarians, and mere % oA, could but bear on still for, 
say, another generation, as we have borne hitherto “with'a 
patient shrug ; but now that a vice-admiral and a vice-admi- 
ral’s lady are in the toils, the right hon. the Judge-Ordinary 
“Sasha tet eat en wi 

|, it is said that “the-present system is great 
antiquity,’”—not a doubt of it. True, it also is ‘raid, that 
when habitual practice is of long standing, and is also either 
laudable, innoxious, indifferent, or even not very mischievous, 
“mos pro lege,” or “ such is the custom of Branksome Hall,” 
may, not unreasonably, be cited in su of its continuance; 
but is this, Mr. Editor, or, rather, itis tobe, eee 
case where an abuse works evil daily, ruin often, and not 
unfrequently? The sage Setoc, when defending the cruel 
Oriental custom which we call “ suttee,” remarked—‘ ree 
plus de mille ans que les femmes sont en possession de sé . 
Qui de nous osera changer uu Loi que le tems a ? 
Y a-t-il vien de plus respectable qu'un ancien abus?” “ 
raison est plus ancienne,” replied the Babylonian 
Zadig, who, as all the world knows, eventually succeeded in 
modifying sutteeism, which was subsequently abolished in our 
own day by Lord William Bentinck. Just so Lord Brougham, 
after many a long year's contest with the obstyactives, has 
brought about that alteration in our civil law of evidence, 
which has worked so admirably cos the last twelve years, 
that even the most cautious and timid of law reformers ma; 
venture to advocate its introduction into our iminal code. 

I am, of course, aware my position in life,and status in our 
profession, of which I boast but an experimce of eight-and- 
thirty years, gives me no right to set myselfup a8 an. authority. 
I cannot hope, nor do I desire, that. any reasoning of mine 
should be for one moment listened to merely because I urge it; 
still, on the other hand, I see no undve presumption in the 
hope that any argument of mine, if in itself sound and to the 
purpose, will not be rejected merely because I advance it. I 
am not, sir, I do assure you, soured or rendered captious by 
what I have undergone in defence of what I considered right. 
Why should I beso? The very utmost which the unjust ope- 
ration of an evil law has inflicted onme, ae but to thise— 
I have exchanged the “fumum strepitumque,” of our so-called 
“Courts of Justice,” for a life-long and unrestricted admission 
to, perhaps, the noblest public library in the world. In fine, I 
may say I have long since said cheerfully to; my clients, what 
our old friend Martial said «xultingly tohisown— - =» 


“Non sum demum csusidicus, nec amnaris litibus aptus ; 
Sed piger, et senict, PIERIDUMQUE comEs. 


B. Brunpett, F.S.A, 
Library, British Museum, Aug. 2, 1864, 


columns, from Which it will be seen that we do not entirely 
coincide with Mr. Blundell's view of the existing law— 
Ep. S. J.) 


Masor YELVERTON aND Miss Loxaworra. 

Sir, —The conclusion arrived at by the writer of an article 
in your paper of the 30th ult., respecting these parties; is, I 
think, very just. I do not no to {wil ealy pgfan 
of either party. In dismissing them, say, 
writer of the article, that the public generally (that is, I take 
it, the thinking public) have no y x either party, 





It is with the law of the case I want to deal. of 
most parties was, that the decision of the Hous of was 
final. The lady, Miss Longworth, it is said (in fact, she states 
it herself), has lodged minute of reference to oath. The 
writer of the article alluded to, in your Journal of the 40th 
ult., says, ‘‘ We observe, however (qu.), that the learned Lord 
Advocate applied to the House of Lords for permission to take 
this course, which was unanimously refused.” And most 
perly; for all know whst such a course would lead to, 

| Fin) redlecting public will agtes that the lady is es mach to be 


igloo know mpeg it booms a Pct 5 - 
judging woman to carry thi 80, 
what end; for she can never more be Mrs. Yelverton in the 
eye of the law, whatever she, or others, may call ber. A 
Probably, Mr. Editor, you will give us the advantage of 
+s ORR A Sunscriser, 
pl ‘ 





{There is no doubt that “reference to oath” is a proceéding 
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warranted by the law of Scotland: the only question is, what 
is the effect of the refusal of the House of to it it? 
—at any rate, the course is not likely to benefit Miss Long- 
worth, as it merely gives her a right to stake her case on the 
result of his cross-examination on oath, it does not permit her 
to _ any evidence herself. The law, as we understand it, 
is, that either party may elect to stand or fall by what they 
ean get out of the other.—Ep. S. J.] 








APPOINTMENTS. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed P. R. Wexcu, Esq., of 
the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, to be a registrar of the 
Court of Bankruptcy for the Leeds district, in the room of 
Mr. Wilde, sakel. Mr. Welch was called to the bar in 1839, 
and is a member of the Northern Circuit. 


Raten Cuapman, of Weston-super-Mare, in the county of 
Somerset, Gentleman, to be a perpetual commissioner for taking 
the acknowledgments of d by married women for the said 
county. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, July 28, 
Poor Revier (Merrorouis) Bint. 


‘The standing orders having been suspended, this bill was 
read a third time, and passed. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, July 28. 
Inxs oF Court. ’ 
Sir G. Bowrine gavi notice that next session he should in- 
, in an amended iprm, his bill respecting the jurisdiction 
of the benchers of the Inns of Court. 


Fees oF THE PARLIAMENTARY Bar. 

Mr. D. Grierir stated his intention to move, next session, 
on the revision of standing orders, for an order to effect that 
the fees of the Parliamentary bar should be regulated by the 
same rules as prevailed in the ordinary courts of law and 


equity. 
Friday, July 29, 
Tue Marniuce law, 

ARCHDPALL asked whether theGovernment intended 
to any steps for making the martiage law of Scotland 
more in accordance with the custom of civilned nations. 

Lord PaiMeErstox said that question was ® \arge one, and he 
was not to answer it off-hand. 

Mr, Hennessy would also like to ask the Goverament what 
they meant to do in regard to the marriage law of Ireland, 
There now stood the verdict of a jury in Ireland, which was 
confirmed on appeal by the High Judge, deciding that Mrs. 
Yelverton was the lawiul wife of Major Yelverton; and yet the 
use of Lords had just pronounced a different decision. 

Sir G. Grex gid that in Ireland the question was only one 

and not of law—viz., whether she was authorised to 

pledge his oredit to the plaintiff. The marriage question was 

ineidentw. Nobody contended that a marriage solem- 

Ag 8 Reson, Site polaet between a Roman Catholic 
@ Protestant in Ireland was legal. 


rel 





Pending Measures of Legislation. 
RECORDING OF Titties Bux (Ineraxp). 
(Continued from p. 791.) 

Parr Y. 

General Provisions, Procedure, Offences, Jurisdiction, 

69. The recorded owner of any land, under the provisions 
this Act, may authorise and appoint any person to act for 
m, or on his behalf, by executing a power of attorney; such 
of attorney, or a eee or certified copy thereof, 
tal be in the Lands Titles Office, and the order of 
enter in the record a memorandum of the par- 
bay se therein contained, and the date and hour when it was 
se 
70. The recorded owner of any land, in respect to which a 
power of attorney has been executed, may, for the purpose of 
the Recorder 


weveking such power, execute an instrument, and 





of Titles shall file the same in the Lands Titles Office, and 
enter the particulars in the record; and after such entry, shall 
not record any dealing with such land under the authority of 
such power of attorney. 

71. Any recorded owner subdividing land for the purpose 
of selling the same in allotments as a township, may deposit 
with the Recorder of Titles a map of such township, provided 
that such map shall exhibit, distinctly delineated, ar roads, 
streets, passages, thoroughfares, squares, or reserves, 
priated or set apart for public use; and also all alistenpate lone 
which the said land may be divided, marked with distinct 
numbers or symbols; and every such map shall be certified as 
accurate by statutory declaration of such surveyor, and shall 
be on such scale as the Landed Estates Court may appoint, 

72. Recorder may dispense with the duplicates of certificates 
of title and other instruments in certain cases. 

73. Several declarations of title, or recording certificates, 
may be exchanged for a single declaration or certificate, in. 
cluding all the parcels of land, and vice versa. 

74. In the event of the loss or destruction of any instrument 
evidencing recorded title to land under the provisions of this 
Act, the owner of such land, together with other persons, if 
any, having knowledge of the circumstances, may makea de- 
claration before any of the persons hereinbefore appointed as 
persons before whom the execution of instraments may be 
proved, stating the facts of the case, the names and descrip. 
tion of the recorded owners, and the particulars of all 
or other matters affecting the said land, to. the best of 
clarant’s knowledge and belief; and the Landed Estates 
if satisfied as to the truth of such declaration and the bona fides 
of the transaction, may order the Recorder of Titles to issue to 
applicant a provisional declaration of title of such land, which 
shall contain an exact copy of the original instrument em- 
bodied in the record, and of every memorial and entry theron, 
and the Recorder of Titles shall enter in the record notice of 
the issuing of such provisional declaration and the date thereof, 
and such provisional declaration shall be available for all. pur. 
poses and uses for which the instrument so lost or -mislaid 
would have been available, and as valid to all intents: pro- 
vided always, that the Recorder of Titles before issuing such 
provisional declaration shall give, by advertisement, at least 
fourteen days’ notice of his intention so to do, 

76. The rder of Titles shall furnish to the recorded 
owners or to any persons authorised by him or by order of any 
competent court, a certified copy of any instrument evidenci 
a recorded estate or interest in land under the provisions of 
this Act; and every such certified copy signed by him and 
sealed with his seal shall be received in evidence in any court 
of law or equity, or before any person having by law, or by 
consent of parties, authority to receive evidence as prima facie 
proof of all the matters contained or recited in, or indorsed on 
the original instrument. 

76. The recorded owner, or any. person authorized by him, 
or by any competent court, may have avcess to the record for 
the purpose of inspection, or may obtain a certificate of search 
under the hand and seal of the rder of Titles, 

77. In case it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Recor- 
der of Titles that any declaration of title or other instrument 
has been issued in error, or contains any misdescription of land 
or of boundaries, or that any entry or indorsement has been 
made in error on any declaration of title, or other instrument, 
or that any such declaration of title, instrument, entry, or 
indorsement has been fraudulently or Jy obtained, or 
that any such declaration or instrument is fraudulently 
or y retained, he may summon the person to 
whom such declaration or instrument is so issued, or by 
whom it has been so obtained or has been retained, to 
deliver up the same for the purpose of being cancelled 
or corrected, as the case may require; and in case such person 
shall refuse or neglect to comply with such summons, or cannot 
be found, the Recorder of Titles may apply to a judge of the 
Landed Estates Court, to issue a summons for such person to 
appear before such court or judge, and show cause why such 
declaration of title or other instrument should not be delivered 
up to be cancelled or corrected, as aforesaid; and if euch per- 
retry why served with such summons, shall oesle or refuse 

ttend befare such judge or court, at the time therein ap- 
Pointed, it shall be tawful for such judge to issue a warrant, 
authorizing and directing the parson 20 summoned v0 be'ep- 
Prchanted and Wrought belive-a, judge of the enld: court 


78. Court may order the delivery of the instrument to the 


Recorder, In case of neglect or refusal, fresh declaration or 
other instrument may be issued, , 


a 
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79. No judgment, recognizance, crown bond, or lis pendens 
entered up subsequent to the date on which this Act shall 
come into operation shall bind, charge, or affect any !and under 
the provisions of this Act, but whenever any such land shall 
be seized or sold by the Sheriff under any writ, or shall be 
sold under any direction, decree, or order of any competent 
court, the Recorder of Titles, on being served with an office 
copy of the writ, direction, decree, or order, as the case may 
be, shall enter in the record, and also upon the instrument 
evidencing recorded title to the said land, if produced for that 
P , the date of the said writ, direction, decree, or order, 

the date and hour of the action thereof; and after 
such entry as aforesaid, the Sheriff, or person authorized by the 
court, shall do such acts, and execute such instruments, as 
under the provisions of this Act, may be necessary to transfer 
or otherwise to deal with the said land: provided always, that 
until entry, no such writ, direction, decree, or order, shall bind 
any land under the provisions of this Act; nor shall any sale 
or transfer by the Sheriff be valid as against a purchaser or 
mortgagee, notwithstanding actual or constructive notice to 
purchaser or ; and upon production to the Recorder 
of Titles of sufficient evidence of the satisfaction of any writ, 
direction, or order, 80 entered as aforesaid, he shall enter in the 
record a memorandum to that effect, and the same shall be 
deemed to be satisfied accordingly. 

80. Recorder not to be liable for acts done bond fide. 

81. If any person fraudulently procures, assists in fraudu- 
lently procuring, or is privy to the fraudulent procurement, of 
any declaration of title, or other instrument, or of any entry 
in the record, or of any erasure or alteration in any entry 
therein, or in any instrument or form issued by the Recorder 
of Titles, or ulently uses, or assists in fraudulently using, 
or is privy to the fraudulent using of aay such form, or know- 
ingly misleads or deceives any person hereinbefore authorized 
to demand explanation or information in respect to any land, 
or the title to any land, which is the subject of any dealing or 
transmission proposed to be recorded, such person shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and shall incur a penalty not ex- 

ing £500, or may, at the discretion of the Court 
before whom the case may be tried, be imprisoned for 
Agere not exceeding three years, and any declaration of 
, entry, erasure, or alteration s0 , of made by 
fraud shall be void as between all parties or privies to such 


82. Forgery to be a felony; and if any person is of 
making a false oath or declaration, concerning any Lewd or 
procedure made or done in naw 04g of this Act, such 
person shall ee perjury. 

83. Any person convi of felony or perjury under this 
Act, shall be liable to imprisonment for four years, with hard 
labour or solitary confinement. 

84. Conviction not to atfect civil 4 

85. Unless in any case herein otherwise expressly provided, 
all offences against the provisions of this Act may be prose- 
cuted, and all penalties or sums of money imposed or declared 
to be due or owing by or under the provisions of the same may 
be sued for and recovered in the name of the Attorney-General 
or of the Solicitor-General. 

86. This Act shall commence and take effect from and after 
the first day of January, 1865, 


First Somepute. 
Acts and Parts of Acts Repealed. 

6 Anne (I), c. 2; 8 Anno (I), c. 10; 8 Geo. 1 (1), ¢, 15; 
25 Geo. 3 (1), ¢. 47; 3 Geo, 4, c. 116; 9 Geo. 4, 0. 57; 2& 3 
Will. 4, ¢. 87, ss, 1—9, and 11 & 12 Vict. c. 120; as far as they 
relate to the me for the registration of deeds, convey- 
@nées, and willis in Ireland. 


Secorp ScHEeDuLE. 
Form A.-—Declaration of Title. 
Record, Vol. , Fol, 

A. B. is-now the recorded owner | Aere set out the nature 
and limitations of the estate}, cat a faba yom 
estates, or as may be recorded hereon, in parcel 
of land Peden [eounty, city, or town lof and 

ing or 


; which parcel of land is more particularly d 
lineated and described in Tiiagpan bomearemple 
posited in the Lands Titles Office}, and contains [here state 
area 





In witness whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name 


and affixed my seal the of = 

Signed in hepa ft, » = 

' p P Recorder of Titles, 
the day of » 18 [Seal.} 


The Turep ScHEDULE contains a table of fees, 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Report or THe Councit To THE SpEcraL GuneRal Mugt- 
ING HELD ON THE 2ND DAY oF AuGusr, 1864,— 

At the annual general meeting, held on the 8th July, 1864, 
the council stated to the members that the owners of # space 
of ground, with a frontage in Bell-yard, adjoi the society’s 
buildings on the north side, comprising the Registry 
Office and certain premises used as an auction-room, had of- 
fered that property for sale, and that the council had entered 
into negotiations for its purchase. 

The ae eee time observed, that they were - 
duced to ente proposed purchase, on account 
the want of additional on for conducting 
the several examinations, which occupy twenty entire + 
during the year, and so deprive the members of the use of 


hall for that time; and partly in antici of the measure for 
concentrating the courts of justice shortly carried into 
effect, when, it is needless to state that, the convenience of the 


society will call for enlarged accommodation in many res- 


pects. , 

Since the annual general meeting the council have settled 
the terms of the contract for the purchase for £7,000, which 
is to be completed on the 11th August next. The property is 
freehold, and is at present let to the Registrars of Deeds for the 
county of Middlesex, and to the tenant of the premises adioin- 


ing the registry office, as yearly tenants, 

The pra aor; ben caaaghenst that, under the circumstances, 
they would be wanting in duty, as well as foresight, to lose the 
opportunity’thus presented, seeing that the acq 
property is of so much importance to 
society. 

In order to complete the purchasé, it 
rajse £7,000 on securi of the society's 
pre ah rye ge the extent of £10,000, ; 
mo the same premises te ,000, are 
willing to make a further advance of £7,000. 

The council, therefore, in accordance with avons ot 
the 4th section of the society’s charter, require 
of this special meeting to raise the £7,000 in the mode 


above 
14th July, 1864. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Michaelmas Term, 1864. 
{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys te whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 

ACKERLBY, pee aw Ackerley; Wigan; Charles 

Joseph Gratton, Gray’s-inn-square, 
Porson y Mere. RorLr.—Edward Allen, Manchester. 
Anprews, Cuamtss Davis—James. §. Gwillim, Marl- 

borongh. 
ArrowsMitH, Perer.—Thomas Darwell, Manchester. 
ARUNDELL, Cror.—Alfred Bell, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Arrer, James Epwarp.—James Atter, Stamford; P. G. 

Skipworth, Wakefield; J. W. Taylor, Great James-street. 
Baker, ABRAHAM=~~Samuel Wilkinson, Jun, Walsall. 
, 9, Angel-eourt, Throgmior- 


s 
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BrapFrorp, Mitton.—Joseph Burton, Reading. 

Bui, Epwarp.—Frederick Blake, Newport, Isle of Wight. 

Burra, Ropert, Jun.—George Wilde, New-square, Lincoln’s- 
inn; Francis Broderip, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Cave, Witutam Epwarp.—William Sharpe, 41, Bedford- 
row. 

CuaMBers, Ropert Pait.ies.—Edward Mullins, 15, Token- 
house-yard; Richard Paddison, 15, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Crarx, Jonn Natuantet.—John Clark, Cook’s-court; and 
32, Arundel- square. 

Carton, ALBERT.—William M. Walters, New-square, Lin- 
coln’s-inn. 

Crees, CHantes.—Henry William Littler, Oldham. 

CoaTEs, Joun Grorcre.—John Kilby, Banbury; G. D, Austen, 
Lawrence-lane. 

Cooper, Ricuarp Witi1aAm.—Thomas L, Marriott, Parlia- 
ment-street. 

Craic, Epwarp BercuinG.—Edward G. Craig, Braintree. 

Crozier, Puitip Avucustus.—George L, Pattison, New 
Bridge-street, Blackfriars. 

CRUTTWELL, FREDERICK Ropert.—Thomas Cruttwell, Bath. 

Dante_s, THomas Isaacs.—Thomas Daniels, Amersham, 

Davies, Wi11t1am.—Henry W. Hooper, Exeter. 

Dean, Etuis.—Arthur Weston, Brackley. 

Dotsy, Joun.—William Howard, Colchester. 

Extetson, THomas Hopcson Jonunson,—H. A. 
Kirkby Lonsdale. 

Exiis, Geo.—John F. Stansfield, Accrington. 

Fisner, SAMUEL TiMBRELL.—Robert B, Upton, 20, Austin- 
friars. 

Fitcu, Freperick GrorGr.—Arthur Digby, 1, Circus-place, 
Finsbury. 

Forster, Joseru, B.A.—Arthur Lucas, Darlington. 

Fowkez, Joun Copson.—John Smallwood, Birmingham. 

Fox, Henry Cuartes.—John Williams Matthews, Plymouth. 

Fox, Riogarp ReyNnotps.—Henry Bush, Bristol. 

Free, Ricuarp.—John M. Green, Birmingham. 

Freeman, Grorce Deane.—Richard Marrack, Truro, 

GarpNER, BensaMIN BamMper.—Francis Venn, Paper-build- 
ings, Temple. 

Gem, George StanLey.—Messrs. Gem, Docker, & Sutton, 
Birmingham, 

Gerr, CHARLES Bramston OsBoRNE.—Messrs, Gepp & 
Veley, Chelmsford. 

Gripes, THomas WasHBourNE, Jun.—Thomas W. Gibbs, 
Bath; Edward Lawrance, Old Jewry-chambers. 

GoutpsmMitH, Samurt SaLTer.—John Nicholas Bennett, 
Plymouth, 

Gray, James.—Joseph Hunter, Whitby. 

Grover, WauteR.—Charles E, Grover, Hemel Hempstead. 

GrueBer, Henry Joseru.—Thomas Knowles, Coventry. 

Hanviey, James.—Richard H. Munday, Kensington-park, 
and 6, Essex-street, Strand. 

Harris, StanteY Witu1am,—Alfred Carr, Basinghall-street. 

Harris, Witt1aM Bartietr.—John Stogdon, Exeter; E. J. 
H. W. Clarke, Exeter. 

Harrop, Freperick Lree.—Charles Leach Coward, Rother- 


Gregg, 


Harvie, Encar Curistmas.—Harry Arthur Harvie, Bide- 
ford; James Rooker, Bideford; J. 8. Kingdom, King’s-arms- 
yard, City. 

HasweEtt, Epmunp Henry.—John Moore, Sunderland. 

Haynes, Henry Suexetit.—S. W. Haynes, Warwick; Basil 
Field, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Heppurn, James SmrtH.—Joseph Gutteridge Hepburn, 12, 
—ee John Symonds Bockett, Lincoln’s-inn- 

Hitcnms, Witt1am.—G. Willeocks Billing, Devonport. 

Horcomssg, Josrpu Francis.—William Lewis, Wilmington- 


square. 
Hupzarp, Jonn.—Arthur Brewin, Austin-friars. 
Hussey, James.—D. James Lee, 4, Bedford-row. 
Jennines, Toomas Epwarp.—Arthur E. Finch, Gray’s-inn- 


square. 
Kittuisrer, Gzorcr Ripaway, Jun.—G. R. Killmister, 
Macclesfield; William Challinor, Leek. 
Kine, Josepx MasKeii.—J: Beaumont, of Great Cog- 
geshall, Essex, and 6, Old Jewry, London. 
KirkcongL, Epwarp.—James Brockbank, Cumberland. 
Lampert, Henry Wiit1am.—Richard Ridehalgh, Bradford. 
Lovett, THomas.—Edward Mortimer Green, Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch; W. E. Smith, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. é 
, CurRistorHER Jonn.—John Christopher Pawle, 7, 
New-inn, Strand. . ‘ j 





Lyne, Cuartes.—Thomas N. Farquhar, Moorgate-street. 
Matz, Nicuoxas, Jun.—R. K. Frost, Launceston. 
MarsHatt, Joun Mrtcuert.—Thomas Martineau, Bir- 
M on ge H Hi H I 
ASTERS, Francis HaMILTON.— ine, Liverpool, 
William Francis, Liverpool. vei no 

Miisurn, Tom.—George Armstrong, Workington. 

Moore, Francis Ropertson.—George Moore, Warwick, 

Morea, Freperick.-—John Callaway, Canterbury. 

Near, James.—Reginald A. Parker, 41, Bedford-row, Mid- 
diesex. 

Neate, ArtHur Epmunp.—Hy. Ford, Exeter; F. Bigg, 
Southampton-buildings; C, Mallan, Staple-inn, 

NEEDHAM, Frita,—Joseph Needham, New-inn, Strand. 

Newsy, Joun Rospert.—William Richardson, York. 

Noon, Georce.—George W. C. Dean, 27, New Broad-street, 

Nowe xt, THomas.—Charles Hall, Accrington, 

Oatr, Horace Montacue.—George Ogle, Great Winchester- 
street. 

Parker, Frank Row.ey.—Reginald A, Parker, 41, Bedford. 
row; Henry Rogers, Stourbridge, Worcester; M. W. Peace, 
Wigan. 

Purrprick, Horace.—F, 3. Philbrick, Colchester. 

PirFieLp, Tuomas JouN.—Thomas Rawlings, Wimborne 
Minster. 

Proctor, Wit1iam, Jun.—George Moor, Durham; Ro! 
Stafford, Durham, 

Rawk, Tuomas, Jun.— William Frank Blandy, Reading. 

Rep, Jonn Rospertson.—James Wason, Liverpool; William 
A. Waller, 27, King-street, Cheapside. 

RicHarpson, Harry.—J. R. Bloxham, Birmingham. 

Ricuarpson, Rospert TayLor.—Thompson Richardson, 
Barnard Castle. 

Ricuarpsoyx, Wa.tTer.—Charles Smith, 13, Tokenhouse- 

ard, 

Rines, Frank Drxon.—Richard W. Lovesy, 7, New-inn, 
Strand. 

Rosinson, Georce Arraour.—John B, Robinson, Beverley. 

Rogers, GEorGE ANDREW.—Henry H. Deacon, 1, Paul Bake- 
house-court. 

Saries, Lewis Cuaries.—Henry K. Hebb, Lincoln. 

SHEPHEARD, ALFRED JAMES—Charles Shepheard, 24, Moor- 
gate-street. 

Suater, PercevaL, Lumiry.—William Slater, Manchester, 

ay emer Frep. Ferpranp.—Mark Smallpiece,. Guild. 
fo 





ua 


SmitH, CuHar_es.—Richard Stevens, Witham. 

SitH, Epwarp James.—George Payne, Bradford; George 
E. Mumford, Bradford. 

SPauLL, ALFRED Cross.—Charles Shepheard, 24, Moorgate- 
street. 

StantEy, THomas Howarp.—Henry Jackson, Westbromwich. 

Stirr, Joun Tuomas Carieron.—Courtenay C. Prance, 
Evesham. 

TatHaM, LronArv.—George Remington, Ulverston. 

Taytor, Franx.—John J, Rhodes, Market Rasen. oi 0 

Tuomas, Witt1am.—George P. Wragge, Birmingham. © 

Tittey, WALTER Joun,—William P. Alcock, Birminghain: 

To.Luurst, ALFRED.—George M. Arnold, Gravesend. .’ ® 

Totter, WittiaM Henry.—John Henry Toller, Barnstaple; 
Henry S. Law, Bush-lane. " 

TomLrnson, GEorGE WiTHNALL.—William Tomlinson, Ash- 
born 


ie. 

TYRRELL, Epwin.—Henry Tyrrell, 14, Gray’s-inn-square. 

Venn, Francis Grorcz.—Francis Venn, Paper-buildings, 
Temple. 

Witxta, Witt1am Henry.—Edmund Boyle Church, 38, 
Southampton-buildings; E. F, Bigg, 38, Southampton- 
buildings. 

Warp, Ricnarp Joun.—John T. Tweed, Lincoln. 

Warp, Wi1tt1aM Cuaries,—John Ward, Durham. 

WatueEn, Price Asuton.—John B. Wathen, Temple-cham- 
bers; Josh. M. Yetts, Temple-chambers. 

WeEtMAN, JoszPH.—Joseph Lott, 44, Parliament-street; Ost- 
lands, near Walton-on-Thames. 

Wipine, Tuomas.—John S. W. Herring, 17, Stafford-street, 
Marylebone. |» + » r 

Wittert, Lewis Witmer.—James F. Symonds, Hereford. 

Wise, Francis Dickson.—Samuel Wise, Ripon. 

Woop, Epmunp Smitu (articled by the name of SaMugL 
Epmunp Smiru).—George Edmunds Williams, Cheltenham. 

Worstzr, Reomatp,—W. W. Goulden, Manchester, _ 

=~! eatin Bristowk.— Thomas Loftus, 10, New-ian. 

tran ‘ 
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Michaelmas Term, 1864, pursuant to Judges’ Orders. 

Batcuetor, Epwarp James,—J. H. Torr, New Bridge-street, 
City. 

muannoek: Davip.—Nathaniel Mason, Bedford-row; Robert 
Dudley Baxter, Victoria-street. 

Exuis, Epwunp Henry.—George Henry Ellis, 7, Spring- 

rdens, 

HeRRIsOm, Davin, Jun.—D. Harrison, Walbrook, City. 

Jounson, W1Lu1AM.—Daniel Fossick, 7, Blomfield-street, 
City. : 

Sascicinn Ricnarp Henry Bristow.—Samuel Cotton, 7, 
Lothbury, City. 

MarsHAtt, Ropert Witt1ams.—William Marshall, Birm- 
ingham; Arthur Wright, Birmingham. 

MASEFIELD, GEorGE EpwarD.—George Masefield, Ledbury. 

Pan, ARTHUR GrorGE.—George H. Pain, Bridgewater. 

Rosinson, Henry Duncan.—Henry Robinson, Settle. 

TAyLeuR, CRESSWELL Jonn.—A. Lace, Liverpool. 

Tuomas, Gzo. Grrzert Trederne, B.A.—William R. May- 
nard, Coleman-street. 

VerGeTrz, EpwarD.—Andrew Percival, Peterborough. 

Wiiiiams, SamMuEL OweNn.—W. Hughes, Conway. 

Michaelmas Vacation, 1864, pursuant to 23 g 24 Vict. c. 127. 

Bupp, Joun WreErorp, Jun., B.A.—Archer T. Upton, Austin- 
friars. 

Cover, Joun Russeti.—G. E. Ellis, Spring-gardens. 

MayrnargD, WILLIAM.—W. W. Hayne, Red Lion-square; F. 
T. Dubois, Church-passage, Gresham-street. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 

During the Vacation, until further notice, all applications 
which are necessary to be made at the Judges’ Chambers are 
to be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. 
Kindersley. 

Any application which it may be found necessary to make 
during the Long Vacation, for special injunctions or writs of 
ne exeat regno, must be made on production of copy of the bill, 
certificate of bill filed, and office copies of the affidavits in 
support, and at his Honour’s chambers information will be 
— of the time and place at which the application may be 
made. 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Kindersley will be 
open every day in the week, except Mondays and Saturdays, 
from eleven to one o’clock. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
New Rote. 

The following is the rule recently made with regard to the 
sale of bankruptcy assets previously to choice of assignees :— 

“ Every application made by an official assignee for sale of a 
bankrupt’s property under the 40th section of the Bankrupt 
Law Consolidation Act, 1849, shall be supported by a cer- 
tificate of such official assignee or of his clerk, or by an affi- 
davit of the bankrupt, setting forth the nature or particulars 
and assumed value of the property proposed to be sold, and the 
reasons why the holding possession thereof until the meeting 
for choice of creditors’ assignees would be prejudical to the 
bapkrupt’s estate, 

“ Whenever the assumed gross saleable value of the property 
proposed to be sold as aforesaid shall exceed the sum of 
£30, a copy of such certificate or affidavit and notice of the 
proposed application to the court shall be delivered to the 
solicitor to the petition, and also to the bankrupt when 
the petition ‘has been presented by a creditor, and in either 
tase two clear days at least before the time appointed for 
making such application. “ Epwarp Hotroyrp. 

“ Epwarp GouLBurN.” 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
CIRCULAR ISSUED BY THE BOARD oF TRADE TO THE 


Raltways. 
i “Whitehall, July 30. 

“ Sir,—I am directed by the Lords of the Committee of 
Privy Council for Trade to request you to state to the direc- 
tors of the railway company that my 
Lords have had under their consideration the complaints, fre- 





quently urged on their attention, of the danger existing or 
appreherded from the want of means of communication be- 
tween the different portions of a railway train while in motion. 
Several instances have ocuured of carriages having taken fire, 
or having been thrown off the rails, the ers in whica 
had no means of making their perilous situation known to the 
servants of the company in charge of the train. Recent occur- 
rences also of a criminal nature in passenger railway trains have 
excited among the public a very general feeling of alarm. 
Under these circumstances, my Lords are desirous of 

the attention of railway companies to this subject, with a view 
to the consideration by them of the question how far, by means 
of increased facilities for communication between different 
portions of a railway train while in motion, cr other improved 
regulations, it may be practicabe to obviate the evils com- 
plained of and to allay the sense of insecurity at present 
prevailing among railway passengers. 

‘«My Lords are very sensible that without the cordial cc- 
operation of the railway companies any attempt to introduce 
improvements in the system of railway management would be 
attended with doubtful success. 

“ Several expedients have been suggested as calculated in 
some degree to further the desired object. 

“ One expedient for guarding against offences in railway 
carriages which has been proposed, is that of placing windows 
between the compartments of each carriage. As these windows 
mght be provided with curtains, the privacy of the carriages 
need not ordinarily be interfered with. 

“As an expedient for providing means of communication 
between the guard and the passengers, it has been s 
that every vehicle forming part of a passenger train should be 
furnished with footboards and handrails, which would admit of 
the gaurd (or, in case of emergency, other persons) passing 
along the train. 

“ It appears to my Lords deserving of consideration whether 
this expedient, guarded, of course, by carefully framed regula- 
tions to prevent abuse, tight not be generally adopted with 
very beneficial effects. 

“The use of a cord running along the train, by means of 
which the guard can attract the attention of the engine-driver, 
has now existed on some lines so Jong as to prove that there is 
no difficulty in its application. 

“T am to request that my Lords may be favoured with the 
opinion of the directors as to the practical value of arrange- 
ments of the nature specified, and also with any re pears 
which the directors may think adapted to accomplish the ends 
which my Lords have in view. 

“TI am also to request that my Lords may be informed what 
means are in practice on your line for effecting communication 
between different portions of a train while in motion, and 
whether, with a view to the application of such means to the 
carriages of one ccmpany passing op the line of another com- 
pany, any regulations of a general and compulsory character 
are deemed expedient. 

‘1 am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
* James Boorn. 


“The Secretary of the Railway Company.” 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. : 
COCK—On Aug. 2, at 18, Sunderiand-terrace, Hyde-park, W., the wife of 
Frederick K. H. Cock, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 8 son. | 
DANIELL—On July 25, at St. Cuthbert’s, Bath, the wife of W. 5. Daniell, 


ie a son. 

SPINKS—On Aug. 1, at 6, the College, Doctors’.commons, the wife of 
Thomas Spinks, D.C.L., prematurely, of a son, stillborn. 

MARRIAGE. 

MATHEWS—JONES—On July 27, at Monkstown Ch Samuel! 
Li Mathews, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, second son Samuel 
Mathews, Esq., Solicitor, of Dublin, to Eleanor Hughes, eldest 
of the late Griffith Jones, Esq., Solicitor, Pwilheli, North Wales. 

DEATHS. 

BROOKS—On July 28, at Brighton, Charles George Murray, aged 3 
months, son of George Henry Brooks, of Doctor's-commons. 

HEWLETT—On Aug. 2, at Baker-street, Portman-square, Mr, Richard 
Hewlett, aged 46. ; ' 

YATES—On July 31, William Lowndes Yates, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 
the Middle Temple, London, aged 35. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the Names will be 
transferred tothe Parties claiming the same, wnless other appear 


within Three Months: — 
Maray, Awrnony, Danzig, Merchant, Micuazt Lawomesser, Rector, 
Danzig, and Mi Fuaxowski, Inspector of the Royal Chapel 
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Schools, Densis. £1,100 ag peg £3 per Cent. Aneatin—-Cateed 
by Anton Franz Mathy, Rev. Leo Redner, and Franz Danziezer 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Crevitors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipar, July 29, 1864, 
Baldwin, Sami, Courtenay-ter, Kingsland, Gent. Aug 23. Young & 
Jackson, Essex-st. 
Snowd Ravendale, Lincoln, Farmer. Sept 1. 
Binney, 


, Chas West 

y & Bell, Louth, Lincoln. 

Halle John, Tottington, nr Bury, Lancaster, Esq. Sept 1. 

a net ee Sept 7. Burgoynes 
Oxford st. 

, Brading, Isle of Wight, Widow. 





Hume, Sept 1. Hume & Bird, 
Gt James-st. 

Lambert, Robt, Eccleshill, Bradford, Gent. Oct 31. Barret, ge ge 

Matthews, Wm, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 1. Hunter, Glouceste: 


a Bilston, Stafford, Butter Dealer. Sept 7. Bolton, Woiver- 

Rowell, Jas, Cottenham, Cambridge, Farmer. Oct 1. Watts & Sons, St 
Ives, Huntingdonshire. 

Shiell, ‘oun Witton Gilbert, Durham, Farmer. Sept 30. Brignal, Dur- 

Smith, "Jeremiah Thos Beaton, Essex-pl, Cg Bethnal-green-rd, Gent. 
Sept 10. Donne, Prince’s-street, Spitalfiel 

Sutton, Harsant, Suffolk, Gent. Dec on Clubbe, Framlingham, 

Ti a King’ Bench aa Tronmonger. Aug 29, Godwin 

e Wi 

Joa, 


ingham-Park, Nottingham, Professor of Music. Aug 31. 
Watson & Wadseonh, Nottingham. 
reviters under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripar, July 29, 1864. 
Abbott, Sam], Lowdham, Nottingham. Nov 16. Abbott v Rawson, V.C. 
Brooks, — bee Eaton, Derby, Publican. Nov4, Brooks » Bain- 


beim oA ne hi 
om we fay, Pa Pain’s-hill, Cobham, Esq. Nov 4. Cooper » Martin, 


Fort, Joba De Dodd, Falstone, Northumberland, Yeoman. Nov 2. Forster 
ley, M. 
ays Joseph, Edgbaston, Warwick, Ironmaster, Oct 28. Hall » Hall, 


Harrison, Wm, Pipe’ Norton, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 2. Harrison v 
Meredith, Eliz, Litde Hadham, Herts, Spinster. Oct 29. Richardson 9 
, Thos Gregory, Nottingham, Solicitor. Oct 29. Morley v Morley, 
Sidebotham, \ Ge Haughton-green, Manch, Gent. Oct 29. Milnes » 
Hughes, M.R. 
Geo, Belper, Derby, Ironmonger. Nov 2. Smith » Smith, M.R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Farar, July 29, 1864. 
Rudd, Wm, Grimston, Norfolk, Grocer. July 5. Emerson, Norwich. 
Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 186). 
Fruipar, July 29, 1864. 


Ashworth, Saml, Manch, Fishmonger, July 4. Asst. Reg July 29. 
a Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. July 7. Conv. Reg 


Barediay, debe, Manch, Grocer. June 29. Conv. Reg July 27. 


sa Wm, Mexstoke, Warwick, Farmer. July 4, Conv. Reg 
y 28. 

ater, Chas, Selby, York, Painter. June 29. Conv. Reg July 26. 
Calling, dn Bristol, Tailor. ae a % Cony. Reg July 27. 
=e — jas, st, Surrey,Grocer, July 21. Conv. Reg 
Pine 4 oy John, sen, l, Merchant. July 5. Comp. Reg ed 27. 
Cusse, Chas, Wylye, Wil ilts, Miller. June 28. Conv. July 
— Wm John, Nottingham, Hosiery Manufacturer. July i Cony. 
Dawe, m, Bodmoniand, Cornwall, Shopkeeper. July 5. Comp. 


Ene, Theodor, Newgate-st, Bohemian Glass Merchant. June 30. Comp. 
Freie Gees Deane, Eye, Suffolk, Chemist. Jaly 9. Asst. Reg 
Harc Wm Robson, North Shields, Draper. July 8 Conv. Reg 

aay Joh, Stokesley, York, Innkeeper. July 25. Conv. Reg 
Moly 28° High-st, Kensington, Watchmaker. July 12. Conv. Reg 


ee. June 29. Conv. Reg July 27 
ee nr Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. July 11, 


: arent win 
Walsall, Stafford, Innkeeper, Widow. July 20. Asst. 


aicell, Gee, Princes-st, Hanover-sq, Tailor. July 19. Arr. Reg 
ly 29, 
Thos, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. July 23. Conv. Reg 


J 
cee July 14. 
oe Robt, Sheffield, File Manufacturer. July 12. Conv. Reg 


Edmund, Outlane, Halifax, Manufacturer. July 13. QGonv. | Adams, 
duly 28. ! 





Cog: eae Foe, & ies Fret: Gulth, Bam, Persiston Destary, Jane 
Edwd, Dudley, Worcester, Tea Dealer. July 6. Conv. Reg 


July 29. 
, Ephraim, Deal-st, Mile-end New-town, Washing Powder Manu- 
July 20. Conv. July 28. 
Street, John, Seta, So Lean Joiner. July 2. Asst. July 97, 


Till, Geo Thos, Romsey, Hants, 


Tod, Jas, Loose, Kent, Flock Rocieteren July 5. Conv. Reg July 28, 

Tooley, Jas, jun, Norfolk, Currier. July 23, on, Reg J 8 

=e wd, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. July 13. » Reg 
uly 


Ward, Thos, Mountsorrel, Leicester, Grocer. July 2. Conv. Reg July 27 . 
Westhorne, John, Derby, ‘Watchmaker. July 7. ba Reg July 


vo Geo, Waterloo-rd, Surrey, Cabinet Maker. 26. Conv. Reg 
uly 29 
Youngs, Hy, Southwold, Suffolk,Grocer. July 11. Conv. Reg July 96, 
Bankruyts. 
Fray, July 29, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Alexander, Hy, Gray’s-inn-rd, Manager to a Beer Retailer. Pet July 25 
(for ~~. Aug 9atl. Aldridge. 


oy! Herbert John, Maiden-rd, “Kentish- town, Clerk, Pet July 97. 
Aug 13 at 1. Daniel, Quality-ct. 
Binks. Hy, Prittlewell, Essex, ig Builder, Pet July 26. Aug 9 at32, 
Bonny, Alf, Reigate, Surrey, Wholesale Confectioner. Adj July 20. Ang 


Preston & Dorman, Cresham 
13at12. Aldridge. 
Bott, Sophia, Langhame-st, Portland-p!, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet July ,,; 
25. AugQ9atil. Parke & Co, Bedford-row 
Campin, Francis, Prisoner for debt, London, n, Civil Engineer. Pet July 26 
(for pau). Aug i3ati. Aldridge. 
ba ig — Norfolk-st, Middx Hospital, Furniture Dealer. Pet July 
26. Aug9at2. Robertson, Martin’s-lane, Cannop-st. 
Cropley, Nathan, Ely, Cambridge, Clerk. Pet July 23. Aug 9 at 11. 
uniay, Essex-st, Strand. 
Doble, Wm, Gloucester-pl, Walworth-common, Wire Weaver. Pet July 
25. Aug9at1, Marshall, Hatton-garden, 
Fitch, John, Bedford-pl, Rotherhithe, out of business. Pet Juiy25. Aug 
9atl. Marshall, Liccoln’s-inn-fields. 
Fuller, Wm, Lower Charlton, next Woolwich, Coal Merchant. Adj July 
21. Aug’ 9at12. Aldridge. 
be Francis Boyle, jun, Portland-ter, Brixton, Com Agent. Pet July 
26 (for pau). Augl3atil. Aldridge. 
Goodson, John Wm, Elizabeth-st South, Pimlico, Plumber. Pet July 23, 
Aug 13 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 
Hicks, Frank Gordon, Porchester-ter, Camberwell New-rd, Builder. Adj 
July 20, e bt 13 at. Aldridge. 
Hugoe, Jane, |, Holloway, Dressmaker. Pet July 23. Ang 9 
at 12, teh cag mg jun, G urch-row, Islington. 
Lom, | are st, Chelsea, Clerk. Pet July 23 (for pau). Aug 9 at 
ge. 
Macirthy, Wm, King's College-rd, Hampstead, = Pet July 19. Aug 
15 at 12. Scarth, Manchester-st, Manchester. 
y ii Sam, , Battersea, General Merchant. “a July 20. Aug 13 a 
1 ge. 
Martin, Alexandre, Aldermanbury, Bonnet Shape Manufacturer. Pét 
July 26. Augi3at1. Routh & Co, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 


McCollough, John, Bridge-st, Southwark, Merchant. Pet July 26 (for 
pau). Aug9atll. Aldridge. 
McKelvey, Jas, Catherine-st, Islington, Book-keeper. Pet July 20. Aug 
9atl. Tower, King-st, Fitzroy-sq 
Meadows, Wm Geo, Old Kent-rd, Salneg, Artist. Pet July 22. Aug 9at 
12. Drew, New Basinghall-st, 
Moore, Jas, Southsea, Hants, Upholsterer. Pet July 21. Aug 9 at 2. 
Jones, New-inn, for Paffard, Portsea. 
Pet July 23. Aug 


Newcombe, Chas, Long-lane, Pe Builder. 
9 at 2. “hoperted Trinity-st, eg 
Pet July 22. Aug 13 at 11. 


* Setwood, 3 Boot aera , 


Robt, Tunnel- rd, Rotherhithe, Journeyman Smith. Adj July 20. 
i 13 at 12. Aldridge. 
Pearce, Walter, Broadwall, one Licensed Victualler. Pet July 25. 
Aug 9 at 12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st 
Pool, Chas, Clifton-st, Wandsworth, Stonemason. Pet July 27. Aug 13 
atll. Wright, Chancery-lane. 
Pung, Thos Prior, Greenwich, Engineer. Pet July 25. Aug 13 at 11. 
Wright & Venn, Paper-bldgs, Temple. 
Pet July 21. Ang 1) atl. 


Robertson, Wm, Crutched-friars, Merchant. 
Ody & Adams, Trinity-st, Borough. 
Rowell, Wm Irvine, East Greenwich, Oil Merchant. Pet July 16. Aug 
15 at 12, Abrahams, Gresham-st. 
Colchester, Brewer. Pet July 28. Aug 9 at lt. 
. Pet July 26. Aug 13 at 
a -row. 
July 93 (for “4 Aug 9 at 12, Aldridge. 
Simmons, Chas, iehmond, Surrey, Plumber. Adj July 20, Aug 13 at 
Skinner, Walter, Abbey-rd, St John’s-wood, Timber Armee Pet July 
28. Ang 16 at 12. Dobie, Gt James-st, Bedford 
masa, Thos, Wormagay, Norfolk, Farmer. Adj July 21. Aug 9 at 11. 


Tyzack, Wm Baker, Norwich, Ironmonger. Pet July 25, Aug 9 at 1. 
Clowes & Hickley, ‘temple for Pang | Norfolk. 


Weight, John, in Horsemonger-lane gaol, News Agent. 
Adj July 20. aotae oosariage. 

Witted, Geo Alex, Smith-st, St Pancras, Baker. Pet July 23. Aug 9 at 
12. Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Wyatt, John Lavender- enteratyst. Builder. Pet July 23° 
(for pau), Aug 18 at 11. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


, Ambergate, Derby, Blacksmith, Pet July 23, Belper, Aug 
mry-¢ Smith, Derby, “i 
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Andrews, Matthew Hy, Shambles, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Jaly 25. ee eee 
Worcester, Aug 10 at!l. Wilson, W July 98.—By Messrs. 
Archer, Joseph, South Shoebury, Essex, Dealer in Cattle. Adj July 20. Freehold and copyhold slate a eee 


Rochford, Aug 10at 1. Swaine, Rochford. 
stiles We bf Woodhouse, Derby, Labourer. Pet July 23. 


m, 
a 11 at 12. h, Derby. 
Belper ane. Weobley. Hereford, Boot Maker. Pet July 25. Leomin: 
ster, Aug 10 at 12. ao toe Leominste r. 
Birch, L Birm, Pewterer. Pet July 15. Birm, Aug 17 at 12. 


Thomas 
Rawlins & Rowley, B 
Bishop, Saml, Lincoln, Talo. Pet July 27. Lincoln, Aug 10 at 11. Hebb, 

Bruce, Wm, Birstal, York, Linendraper. 


Pet July 20, Leeds, Aug 15 

at Il. Norris & Foster, Halifax + and Bond Bond & ick, Leeds. 

Cadman, Wm, Bilston, d, Charter Master. Pet May 4. Wolver- 
hampton, ‘Aug 8 at 12. Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Chambers, Geo, Milton-next-Gravesend, Blacksmith. Pet July 26, 
Gravesend, Aug 16 at 11. Outred, Gravesend. 

Cohen, Jacob, bye ag mor out of business. Pet July 28. Birm, 
Sept 16 at 12. Parry, B 

Collins, Anthony Abdy, = aD Worcester, ag Pet July 28. 
Birm, Aug 15 at 12, Andrews, Campden, & Smith, Bi 

Saml, Aberdare, Glamorgan, out of business. "Pet Sly 13. Aber- 
dare, Aug "Lat U1. Bird, Cardiff. 

— Stephen, & Hy Lincoin, Bourn, — Coach Builders. Pet July 

23. Bourn, Aug 12 at 12. Andrews, 

eee Wm, Sunderiand, Ship Broker. Adj arf) uly 20. Sunderland, Aug 
17 at 2 

Harris, Wm Croshaw, Everton, Lpool, out of business. Pet July 25, 
Aug 10 at 3. Thornley, Lpool. 

Harthan, Wm, Canhiton, a Silk Throwster. Pet July 27. Con- 
gieton, Aug 6 at 4. r, Congleton 

Hartley, Alfred, Whitworth, ne Rochdale, Fuller. Pet July 25. Manch, 
Aug 10 at 11. Lomax, Rochdale, and Smith & Boyer, Manch. 

Head, Chas, Sittingbourne, Kent, Coal Lo ang Pet Jwy 23, Sitting- 
bourne, Aug 13 at 10. Juckes, Basinghal 

Henderson, Wm, Old Shildon, Durham, Butcher. Pet July 23. Bishop 
Auckland, Aug llat 10. Proud, Bishop Auckland. 

Hine, Wm, Yeovil, Somerset, Tailor. Pet July 26. Yeovil, Aug 15 at 11. 


Watts, Yeovil. 

Hodgkinson, Wm, Derby, Labourer. Pet July14. Derby, Aug 27 at 12. 
Leech, 

Howard, John "Joseph, Tittesworth, Stafford, Painter. Pet July 26. 
Leek, Aug 4 at 11. Challinor, Leek. 

Insole, Fredk, wag od Hereford, Innkeeper. Pet July 26. Birm, Aug 
15 at 12, Reece, Ledbury. 

Kelly, John, St ‘Austell, Cornwall, Shoemaker. Pet July 23. St Austell, 
Aug 10 at 11. Meredith, St Austell. 

Kenrick, Edwd, Holywell, Flint, Licensed Victualler. Pet July 20. Mold, 
Aug 15 at 12, Williams, Rhyl. 

Musson, Thos, Long —— Derby, Baker. Pet Juiy 25. Derby, Aug 27 
at 12. Eddowes, Derb 

Orchard, Hy, St Austell, Geenenll, Watchmaker. Pet July 23. St Aus- 


tell, Aug 10 at 11. Meredith, St Austell. 

Pennington, ee Ashton-in- erfield, nr Wigan, Draper. Pet July 
26. vee Aug 11 at 9. ° . 

, Hatherley-court, page Baker. Pet July 21. Chel- 

Mien an Aug 9 atl. Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 

— Wn, Baker. Pet July 5. Birm, Aug 8 at 12. Ladbury, 

oe, . sper Sater. Pet July 26. Leeds, Ang 19 at 11, 
Fernell, 

Sneyd, Chas, wn Sussex, meets Jeweller. Pet July 26. Brighton, 
Aug 12 at 11, Lamb, Brighton 


‘m, Tutbury, Stafford, Yeoman. Pet July 25. Burton, Aug 6 
atl. Prine, Burton-cn-Trent. 
Taylor, John, Falkingham, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet July 23. Bourn, Aug 


12at 12. Bell, Gt St James-st. 

Vet Russell, & Geo Yim, Nottingham, Scale-board Cutters. Pet 
July 26. Nottingham, Aug 23 at 11. Smith, Nottingham, 

Walker, Jas Thos, Middlesborough, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet July 21, 
Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 10 at 2. Dobson, Middlesborough, 

West, Jas, Church Accrington, Lancaster, Furniture Broker. Adj July 


13. Manch, Aug 12 at 12. 

Whittle, Thos , Bilston, Stafford, Saddler, Pet July 23. Wolver- 
hampton, Aug 8 at 12. Langman, W olverhampton. 

,Chas John, Troy Town, Rochester, Fish Salesman. Pet July 
, Aug 12 at 3.30. Hayward, Rochester. 

Wid oh ope Date Straw Dealer. Pet July 15 (for pau). 
one ug 27 ut riggs, Derby. 

i m Digby, Oxford, Stone Dealer. Adj July 22. Oxford, Aug 15 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT, 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
July 28.—By Mr. Mansa. 
Leasehold dwelling-house, pe. No. ye) Cirencester-place, Dorset-square ; 
let at £50 per annum—Sold for 
Leasehold re rental of sito $s. per annum, arising out of a dwell- 
ing-house and sh No. 166, Piccadilly ; term, 63 years from 


ee iid for £1, 100, 

F yes the High-road, Eynsford, Kent. Lot 1, 

sold for £65 ; A pe Re enh eterno estar gcd 

£65 ; lot 5, sald for’ £744 let @, nok for gn p] 

Freehold residence, known as Saddler’s l, situate at sford, Kent, 

eae stabling; and ‘iesthard ant and méadow 
land attached, the whole comprising ar @r 14p-—Sold for £1 400 


meadow adjoining the pe” ane ng 
Heer 2 tenements pen ba meg Sader Hall Sid fo £295. 
Freehold’ land fronting the FAO 
sold for £35; lot 11, sold for £35; lot. ta, sold for 


ini at 


-rent of £1 
be | Se British schools 
Freehold, 2 cottages adjoining the above—Sold for £160. 





Great and Little Amwell 


Seach doi Set nee coaping re ht 

retokd ead copybotd,§ eihaans of dente Nat. commeeiag 

eee © ths ee Great and Little heh, | 

WieeeeAd chsbewete of anil Mina, Tih § pecs ct whee 

cme Hertford, containing 5a wa 
ir £330. 

Freehold and eopyhold, 4 of marsh land, known as the Fére Of 

eke eee 


Freehold dwelli: wr ey nown 06 ee RS oe 
s 2a ’ 
eouseanae whole containing 2r Opa at Gogat, abet 


Freehold Py = By as No. 7, Newcastle-street, Furringdon-sttett, 
City—Sold for 

vow lt Bt th image ot bane, anveh whole 

e, te close to the v ° 
samen Se Sa te Pe sum, wath as 
old ground-rents, amoun to anni out < 
several houses, ma in Harwood- street and Hen ne ms 
stead-road ; term, 37 years unexpired—Sold 
By Messrs, Bonn, Greene, fw! Kaur. 
na the Harrington Estate, comprising the manor or reputed maner 
Harrington, and 2,338 1 2 of arable, pasare, meadow, and wood 
ood, producing £3,500 per annum; also the advowsen next pre- 
sentation to ths rectory q yg Ti for £120,000, 
y 

Freehold estate, situate in the parish of Edenbridge, Kent, comprising 
about 310a Or 37p—Sold for £6,250. 

Freehold estate aim ae =. ond Tollechane D’ Basex, 
reeho . at ary unt. io 
prising Tollesbury Lodge, Bourchiers Hall, and Sonvchiere Lotge tare, 

with houses and agricultural buildings, the Ship public-house, lithe- 
kiln, granary, and coal wharf, a capital windmill, cettages, décoy 
decoy house, and pond, containing altogether 18516 3r l7p of arableand 
marsh land, producing £2,000 per annum ; also the manor of Tollags 
hunt Gynes, otherwise Tolleshunt Bourchiers—Sold for £36,000, 

Freehold, W: F stauis about? miles om Hore, Surrey, con- 
reeho! ray’s Farm a 
taining 100 acres—Sold for £4,000 


Meet cia, eaten Ge eee erties ene en ore 


Lp of arable, pasture, «ate pad for p Cato 


Leasehold. Fy ie ih on Pam pg lyny ny i 
* ses Wi as Nos to 16 
street, Haymarket, producing £8 £845 per faery wifey = smeee 

be a y ; ground-rent, £114 per annum—Sold for 
Freehold and copyhold by om situate fn the perth of Cot 

comprising a residence, known a& Brook House, 

ds so aera ‘ncn f pasta land, in all lip= 

Nbr Pao? Ve situate in Bridge-street, Saanell 
Freehold, 14 acres of building land, with 2 cottages and “apse 

situate in the Tm Sees 
Freehold — known as the Soop sine aan en 

street, Homerton ; also a house and shop 
Freehold, Lee wea ig thoy, Frown as Nos. oor ‘Sfon 3 3.4.8 aa 
Freehold, 2 h sage roy re a High-street, 
ouses, known as Nos. - Homerton, 

ducing £40 per annum—Sold for £740. - 
Freehold, 2 houses, known as Nos. 9 and 10, High-street, Homerton ; i 

a 

for £1,000. ~ 

Aug. 3.—By Messrs. Faxenzorarr, CLauxt, & Lre. 


Leasehold ground-rents, amounting to £40 out of 
residences, being Nos. 18 to 22, Weymonth-street, isens Sad 


expiring at Lady-day, 1886—Sold for 








Monmouthshire.—Desirable and valuable 

Grosmont, two miles from Pontrilas Seation ante on the West 

way, 11 miles from Monmouth, 11 from Abergavenny, 

R. GEORGE PYE has received instructions to 

AVE SELL by AUCTION (unless sold by 
the GREYHOUND HOTEL, in the of Hereford, on iY, 
14th day of SEPTEMBER sext, at R o’clock in the afternoon, ‘ 
above-mentioned PROPERTY, in two lots. 

Lot | comprises a genteel and convenient residence called The 


delightfully situate in the picturesque village of Grosmont; 
reception rooms, seven bed-rooms, kitchen, pantry, and 
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—) Maidstone, and Wateringbury.—Extensive and important Freehold 
‘and partly land-tax redeemed) Warehouse and Wharf rty and 
old-established Water Corn-mill, with tal Residence and ises, 

Sit several enclosures of highly-productive Pasture, Fruit 
a and Hop Land; also Two Shares in the undertaking of the 


Mee BEADEL are instructed by the Trustees 


under the will of the late Harry Blaker, Esq., to SELL 
GUILDHALL COFFEE- 


stone, 
57 ft. to the River Medway, the same 
» and a depth of about 100 ft. to the High- 
im t property is situate in a commanding 
pted for any business requiring first-class ware- 
; the are © brick-built, having four 
with loops.to each on three and are now let to Mr. Thomas 
pon a repairing lease, which expires March, 1866, at a net rental 
of e310 pet per annum. Avery desirable property, known Se ae ae 


dD 
and fruit plantations, the whole containing lla. 2r. 5p., and let to Mr, 
Jas. Fremlin, as yearly tenant, at £200 perannum. An eligible “er 
estate, situate at Rising-well, otherwise Pizen-well, in the parish, a 
within one mile of the village of Wateringbury, near the road Yeading 
from Maidstone to Tunbridge ; it comprises a messuage now divided into 
two tenements, a newly-erected stable and chaise-house with loft over, 
lean-to cattle shed, and 16 acres of rich pasture, fruit plantation, and hop 
Jand, let to Mrs. Catherine Startup, as yearly tenant, at the low rent of 
£64 per annum. Also two shares in the undertaking of the River Med- 
way, held in fee-simple. 
lars and conditions of sale may be obtained of 
Messrs. . ATTREE, CLARK, & HOWLETT, Solicitors, 8, Ship-strect, 


Mens. Bi BARRON & CLARKE, Solicitors, 29, Bl b 
W.C. ; 
the place of sale; and of Messrs. BEADEL, 25, Gresham-street, Lon- 
don, 





'y-square, 


n Chancery: “ Sadd v. King.”—Suffolk.—The Bradley Estate, an impor- 
tant Freehold Residential Property, situate in the parishes of Great 
and Little Bradley, Thurlow, and Cowlinge; comprising a family resi- 
dence, four farms, the Oak publichouse, se and 
1,092 acres of land; also Manor, or reputed Manor, of Little Brad- 
ve and the advowson, or perpetual inroads to -y eee the 





wal income from the whole amounting to 
Mae BEADEL will SELL by AUCTION, by 


of his Honour the Master of the Rolls, at the temporary 
Auction Mart, at the GUILDHALL COFFEEHOUSE, Gresham-street, Lon- 
don, in AUGUST, the above very valuable FREEHOLD KESIDENTIAL 
ESTATE, situate in a fine sporting 9 miles from Newmarket, 15 
from Bary, 5 from Haverhill, and 6 from the Dullingham Station of the 
Great Eastern Railway ; it comprises a substantial and convenient en 
residence, known as Bradley-place, pleasantly situate near the church, wi 
offices, stabling, coach-house, gardens, pleasure-grounds, and plantations : 
the Place Farm, two cottages, tural buildings, and 45la. 2r. 12p. of 
arable and pasture land: the and Malting Farms, consisting of a 
good farm residence, with stabling, granaries, harness and coach-houses, 
pon ot well-arranged agricultural buildings, a smaller farm-house (occu- 
pied by the bailiff), malting office and building, t labourers’ cottages, 
and 319a. Ir. 2p. of arable and pasture land and plantations ; the whole 
of the above is in hand; the Noriey Moat Farm, comprising a well-built 
Seeee 5 with stabling, farm buildings, and 283 acres of Jand, in the 
occu! of Messrs. Pratt, ly respectable tenants, at a rental of £450 
per annunt; the Royal Oak cneere, very substantially built, with 
brewhouse, ‘stabling, and offices, and 39 acres of land, let at £70 per an- 
num, together with the Manor or reputed Manor of Little Bradley, with 
a rights, royalties, and emoluments, and the advowson or perpetual 
tothe rectory, the tithes of which have been commuted at 
F250 per annum. The whole estate extends to 1,092a, 3r. 25p., and com- 
prises nearly the entire parish of Little Bradley, forming a very com t 
residential , and offering unusual facilities for sporting. . 
Goodney, the bail! ‘will show the estate. 
Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, are preparing, and may 
shortly-be had of 
cay CHURCH, PRIOR, & meee. Solicitors, 38, Southampton- 
-lane, W.C. ; 


J. A. CO! .. Solicitor, Chelmsford ; of 

Messrs. SACKBON & SPARKE, Solicitors, Bury St. Edmunds ; i 
JAMES ALLSUP, Esq., Waltham Abbey; of Ww. t H. SAMS, Eaq.,. Clare 
at the place of sale; and of Messrs. BEADEL, ‘25, Gresham. 
London, E.C. 





843), appointed to take mes the first 

Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other , Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assur- 
ance, Advowsons, tation, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, . Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways 
Insurance Companies, and other undertakings for the present 


to announce that his PERI- 

lished in 1843), for the disposal of 

pe ee PROPERTY, take place a the 

first Sealy 0 Cees Saat Cavouynees he enanlty Foes, as under :— 
October 6 November 3 


September1 ! 
December 1 


In addition to the atore dates, Mr. Marsh also ue to aa 
pear oo reehold, Copyhold 


Thursday, October 20 


‘Thursday, ‘August 11, 8 25 
Thursday, September Thursday, November 17 
? Th ; December 15 


2, Charlotte-row, Mansion: house, London, E.C. 


R. MARSH 
ODICAL SALES ( 
of the above- 





The Hafod Estate.—South Wales.—Further Postponement of 


Sale. 
ESSRS. LEIFCHILD & et an are in- 
that the SALE hy By ' tir pn Mined aerate oa 4 
PLACE till the 24th day of Obtober next, at Garrawny’s Geman 


i) then be prepared to treat 
gentleman by private contract for the purchase of the Hafod estate. 
Land, Timber. Auction, and Estate Offices, 62, Moorgate-street, Lona 
—August 1, 1864. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or > oma 
Property, Annuities, Policies of rance, Life » Railw 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 

VE SALES for the year 1864 will take at the AUCTION 


MART, on the following days, viz 
Friday, August 12 Friday, November 11 
Friday, December 9 





Friday, September 9 
Friday, October 14 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be fo 
at least 14 - prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., _ information as to value, &c,, 
and printed cards of terms may be had 
[HE GENERAL LAN D DRAINAGE and IM. IM. 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices, 52, Parliament-street, S.W,. 
HENRY KER SEYMER, Esq., M.P., Chairman. 
Sir J. VILLIERS SHELLEY, Bart., M.P., Vice-Chairman, 
J. Bailey Denton, Principal Engineer. 
Under this Company’s Act, tenants for life, trustees, n 
guardians, committees of incompetent persons, beneficial lass, 
rations (ecclesiastical or municipal), incumbents, ch 
may effect the following land improvements, and charge the aut outlay ag 
expenses on the estate improved, by way of pote nl to be 
half-yearly instalments, viz.:— 
1. All works of drainage, irrigation, warping, and embankment. a: 
2. The erection of farm-houses, cottages for agricultural a 
and all kinds of farm-buildings. 
3. The construction of roads. 
4. The ot i and clearing of old wood lands, enclosing, fencing, 
reclaiming land 
The owners of estates, not entailed, who may be desirous to avoid 
expense or inconvenience of a legal mortgage, may also — 
estates with an outlay in improvements under the simple and 
precess of the Company’s Act. 
Me, term of years for the rentcharge is fixed by the landowner, so 
circumstances of 





to adapt the amount of annual payment to the 

tenants, the term for building works being limited to ss years. 

The arrangements for effecting improvements are pment 

No. 1. The works may be designed and executed entirely 
owner’s agent, and the Company employed on » sup 
conduct the matter through all the official forms fi 
any improvements to be as under 
No. 1. In each of these cases the tam owner will be oalely ond Seton the con- 
trol of the Enclosure Commissioners. 

o. 3. The Company will undertake the entire responsibility of the im- 


No investigation of title being required, and the charge not 
affected by encumbrances, no legal expenses are incu 
on the estate. E 
No. 2. The ny will supply my Lyte and epee 
the 
qvovennenta, prepare the plans, execute the works, and finally charge on — 
the estate the actual amount expended, with their commission thereon, 





tpproved by the Enclosure loners. 

Landowners may thus obtain what assistance require from the 
Vompany, and no more, in effecting the objects in vie 

Works of drainage and other improvements are prs executed on com- 
mission for landowners, who merely require the skill and experience of the 
Company’s officers and a staff in constant practice. z 

Applications to be addressed to William Clifford, the Secretary, at the 
Offices of the Company, 52, Parliament-street, S.W. 4 


i te LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY — 
(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 

Yard, Westminster, S.W.—To Landowners, Clergy, Estate Agents, 

Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The 

_| iiswocaei'ad cpa acre 

improvement, the whole outlay and e: cases 

dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— a 
1. Drainage, irrigation, and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing, 

reclamation, pare for any seseielal'p purpose pe Mc machinery for — 


2. Parsh Yea Whaieeige; sind delineate th egetnneinn ee sell 
purposes. 

3. Seaetan OF RENE Pnaen on He Sp coast, or on the banks of navie 
gable rivers or lakes. 

4. “The erection of farm houses, lebourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
OS Oe Se ee oe on eer eane. oe eae Serre 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. ; 

Lasdomnate commas gow Oo atte ee bh ot 8 
——- or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 

ang = Bem ge seg hg 
tare ofthe cot ad charge the same 


No in of title is required, and the ofa 
ears tt hrm te Ory nga 
only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 


For further information peg hry rg at Aah odo, 
bing a NAPIER, Managing Director, 2 

















